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Hadriani Relandi Differtaticnum Mifcellanearum pars prima, i.e. The 
Firft Part of M. Reland’s Mifcellany Diflertations.. Usrechr, 
1706. 19 12°, Pages 232. 


JS = Reland has two Qualifications feldom found toge- 

J ther, viz. Much Reading, and great Skill in Phi- 

[ « lofophy, efpecially of that which forms the Judg- 

ment and Tafte, and teaches a Man to reafon and 

think juftly. Being but young, we may expe& much from 

him, if he continue co impart to the Publick che Fruit of his 

Labours. The Book we have now uader Confideration, con- 
tains fix Diflertations. 

1. The firft treats of the Situation af the Terreftrial Para- 
dife. A great deal has been writ upon this Subje& of late: Ic 
would feem that the Opinion moft generally received is that 
of BZochart, which M, Huet the Ancient Bifhop of Asranches, has 
fer in a full Light. Thofe learned Men think Paradife was about 
the Place where the Exptrates and Tygrs joyn for fome time 
together, and then feparating into two Branches, do according to 
them make up the four Rivers of Paradife. 


Dddd2 M. Re- 
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M. Reland {pends no time to refute either this Opinion or 
that of other Jearned Men ;_ if he mention them it’s only by 
the by, , aad-fo far asis neceflary for eftablifhing his own Sen- 
timent. He places Paradife in chat part of Armenia, betwixt 
the Sources of the Pha/s, Araxis, Tygris and Euphrates. Thefe 
are the four Rivers which watered Paradife. As for Tygr# and 
Euphrates, they. are beyond all Controvertie. Phifon is Phajis, 
thofe two words differ in nothing, but only the firit has the 
Hebrew termination ow, and the fecond in Latin and Greek is 
called Phafis, according to the Greek termination. What 4f0- 
fes {ays concerning the Land which Phifon waters, agrees very 
well to Colciss watered by the Phafs.. If it be objeéted, that 
this River is too {mall to be one of thofe which watered Para- 
dife: He anfwers, that indeed it is not. fo large as either the 
Enphrates or Tygris ; but Mofis {ays no where, that thofe Rivers 
are alike great, and the Phafsis not fo little, but feveral Pro- 
phane Writers call it frequently:a great River. 

Mofes fays that this River runs through all the Land of Havila 
or Chavila; and M. Reland fhéws us, that this word does not 
differ much from Co/chw. It took its Name from Chavila 
the Brother of Ophir, Grandfon of Aeber. We muft not how- 
ever think, that the Land of Chavila was exa@ly of the f&ame 
extent that Co/chis is now ; it extended it felf a great deal fur- 
ther towards the Northern Parts of .4fa, or thofe Places of 
Scythia near the Cafpian Sea. In this fenfe it is that we may 
fay with A4ofes. that there grows Gold in that Land, and chat 
the Gold of thac Countrey is very good ; and chat there is Bdel- 
lion, te. Cryftal, for fo our Author underftands this word, 
whereas Bochart, and other learned Men, take that word which . 
Mofes calls Aw, for Pearls and Emeraulds, and fome think it 
to be the Onyx. There is 2 Town in that Countrey called 
Chabala, which was one of the principal Towns in Albania. 

M. Reland coming afterwards.to be more particular, fhews 
us that Co/chés is a part of Scythia, and that the Scytbians had 
their firft abode in that Ifthmus which feparates the Euxine from 
the Ca/pian Sea, and is watered by the Phafis and Araxis ; from 
whence they extend rhemfelves a little after cowards the North. 
The Fable of the Golden Fleece, carried off by ¥afox, thews 
that they looke my Colchis as a2 Countrey where Gold grew. 
Strabo fays pofitively, that the Brooks of that Countrey brought — 


down Goid, which the Barbarians gather’d with Planks made 
| hollow 
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hollow and lined with Sheep-skins with the Wool on. wh; 
gave rife to the Fable of the Golden-Fleece. — 

Our Author thows afterwards againft Bochart, that by the 
Bedolach, which Mofes {peaks of, we may very well underftand 
Cryftal. And he proves from Solin, and feveral other Authors, 
that chere is very gaod Cryftal found in Scythia. He thews us 
likewife that Schobam, of which Ado/es fpeaks, and is ordinarily 
tranflated Onyx fone, may very well be underftood Emerauids, 
of which there are very good in Scyshia., 

The fecond River which waters Paradife, called by Mofes, 
Gibon, is according to M. Reland the Araxi, which the Inhabi- 
‘rants of chae Counrey, through which it runs, call now _Arras. 
That which makes this Opinion the more probable is, that thofe 
two words, Gibon and Arras, are derived each from another 
word, fignifying to come ont, or to run, Or to overflow; fo Araxis 
is properly-an Appellative, which fignifies in general a River. 
From which it appears, that we oughr not to wonder that there 
are fo many 4raxes mentioned in ancient Authors, which has 
introduced a great confufion into Geography upon that account. 
The Greeks, when they faw a River in a ftrange Countrey, 
ask'd the Inhabitants the Name of it: They anfwer’d Arras, ac- 
cording to the Greek Termination “4s2Eus or ‘Aptow, i.e, a Ri- 
ver. The Greeks believing that to be the proper Name of 
this River, called it fo ; hence we find feveral 4raxes both in 
Armenia and Perfia, for the fame reafon there are feveral Rivers 
calied Cyrws.. The word Cor, from which the Greeks derive 
Riess, Kodess, or Kies, fignifies likewife a River. . 

Mofes {ays, that Gibon‘ runs through the Land of Cus, i.e. ac- 
cording to our Author, the Countrey of the Cofeens or Cuffeens, 
tho’ he does not deny that the Land of Cw is taken in another 
fenfe elfewhere, in the Books of the Old Teftament ; but where 
is it that Geographers place the Coffeens or Cuffeens? Polybing 
{ays that they dwell in the Plains of Media, and none are igno- 
rant that 4rax« furrounds that part of Media now called Ader- 
bezian. Strabo fays that the Cofeans border upon Media on the 
Eaft-fide. We thall not infift on M. Reland’s Remarks upon 
thofe other two Rivers which watered Paradife, fince the 
Learned agree that they are Zygrss and Euphrates. We thal! on- 
ly obferve, with relation to the later, that no body as yet has 
ever alledg’d the true reafon of the firft Syllable of this Name, . 
and why we call it Ewpérares, when Mofes calls it Phrat. ba 
cording 


Git 
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_ cording to M. Reland, this firft + Sag Au ot Ex, comes from . 


es Water. They were accu- 
ftomed to add: Aw before the Name of a River, 9.4. The Wa- 
rer of Nile, inftead of Nile only; fo chat if this Obfervation be 
well founded, Ewpbrates fignifies the Water of Phrat. It’s true, 
that the Syllable 46, 4 or Eu, comes after che proper Name 
of aRiver, and not before. We fay Ni/ab, The Water of Nile, 
Indab, The Water of Inde: But this is nota conftant Rule, and 


. our Author brings Examples where the Sy|lable 40 goes before. 


The principal Objection againft this Opinion of M. Relands 


. js, that the four Rivers which are thought to be thofe of Para- 
. dife; have four Gifferenc Scources ; whereas 44e/es fays, that 


one ‘River went from Eden to water the Garden, and_di- 
vided it felf into four Heads. To this it’s anfwered, Firft, 
that Geographers place the Fountains of thofe four Rivers in 
Armenia. 2. That their Fountains are very near oe another. 
3. That what ever Opinion we follow of thofe which have © 
hitherto been embrac’d by any party, there is none that pre- 
tends to fhew one comon Source for chofe four Rivers. ’Tis 
certain, that the Tygris and Euphrates, which are two of the. 
four, have each a particular Fountain, tho’ they be noe far di- 
ftant from one another. In fine, M. Reland demands that 
they would thew him Paradife, and he will let them fee chat 
River which furnifh’d water to the other four. But fince Para- 
dife, wich all it’s Beauty isperifh'd, we mutt confefs that it’s in 
vain to look for that River fince it is no where, except perhaps 


_ in fome place under Ground. It’s probable, that it did not 


exift even in Adofes his time, fince he does not fo much as 
name or defcribe it by any CharaGer, tho’ at the fame time he 
defcribes thofe four Rivers fo welljwhich proceeds from it. 
2. The Red-Sea* is the fubje@& of the fecond Differtation. 
Our Author confiders here two principal Queftions, 1. What 
Sea this is. 2. Why itis called the Red-Sea. As to the firft, 
our Author obferves, that moft Geographers underftand no- 
thing elfe by the Red Sea but the Gulf of Perjfia, which ex- 
tends it felf from the Ifthmus of Swez to the Streights of Batel- 
Mandel, {o that they blame the ancient Authors who afcribe 
a larger Extent to it. But they themfelves are in the Errour, 
becaufe all the Ancients, whofe Opinion we are oblig’d to fol- 
low, give ita far greater. Extent, he thews, by a great num- 
ber of Authorities, that chey underflood by the Red-Sea all 


that 
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that vat Extent of the Ocean which bounds 4/4 Southwards: 
who is it, for inftance, but knows, that when Hero- 
dohe divided the Ocean into four Parts, viz. The Mediterranean, 
the Arlantick. the Red-Sea and Cafpian-Sea, he under(tands by 
the Red-Sea that which waters -44aon the South; unlefs we 
will fay, that in his Divifion he has forgot a confiderable pare 
of the Ocean? 

M. Reland does not content himfelf to prove this opinion in 
general, but entering upon Particulars, fhews us that the Ancients 
gave the name of the Red-Sea, to that which waters the Jndies 
on the Eaft, to the Sea of Perfia, and to both in Conjunction; 
and ina word, tothe Perfian and Arabian Gulfs, but only be- 
caufe by a fort of Synecdoche, the pare frequently bears the - 
Name of the whole, the moft exact Authors have more juft- 
Jy called thofe ewo Gulfs, che Gulfs of che Red-Sea. - 

As to the fecond Queftion, our Author does not think we’ 
ought to go to the Hebrew Language forareafon, why it is - 
called the Red-Sea, fince the Hebrews never gave it thatname, . 
and the Greeks and Latines only called ie fo. The Greeks 
made ufe of the word ¢pv9¢%”, Red, and the words derived from 
it, to fignify the Nearnefs, Heat and Splendour of the Sun. 
Claudian {ays Confs. Stilic. verf: 157. Thatall Africa is red with » 
the Heat of the Sun. 


Ex calido rubicunda die Sie Africa fatur. 


The Torrid Zone was likewife called the Red Zones andthe - 
Couatry of that Zone, the Red or Burning Countrey; for that 
fame reafon, the Epichete Red is given to a Sea whichis almoft ~ 
all in that Zone. Our Author confirms this Opinion by fo many 
Teftimonies of the Ancients, and refafes the other Opinion by 
fach folid Reafons, that it’s hard not to yield to them. 

The moft common Opinion is, that the nie of Edm, 
which name fignifies Red, 4. e. the Jdwmeans dwell upon the 
Bank of the Arabian Gulf, and gave the Name of their An- 
ceftors to this Seas That which feems to confirm this is, thae 
the Greeks fay this Sea took it’s Name froma King called 
Erytbra, whois no other than Edom, both words fignfying Red; 
but Edom poflefs'd too {mall a part ef the Bank of the Arabian 
Gulf, to give his Name not only to that Gulf, but likewife to 
that of Perfa, and to the whole JndianSea. Befides there 19: 

nothing 
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nothing faid of the Seaof Edom, neither in the Old or New 
Teftament. He adds to this, that the pretended King called 
Erytbra differs very much from Edom, if what the Ancients re- 
port of him be true. Befides, we mutt always be diffident of 
thofe Etymologies of the Names of Countries taken from men 
that dwell inthem, being almoft all falfe, and only invented 
by thofe who would fay fomething, becaufe they could fay no 
better. This our Author proves by a great many Examples. 
I thal] Name only one, becaufe it will furnifh us witha particu- 
lar Remark. They pretended that /taly was fo called from Jta- 
lus, one of their firft Kings; but chis isa meer-groundlefs Fa- 
ble according to our Author, Italy took its Name from the 
word “I, which fignifies an Ox, becaufe there are very large 
ones in Italy. The Greeks call their Oxen Pre acve 3 Praare's, 
Hezychius, Tedess. M. Ludolf gives another Etymology of 
the word in his Comentary, which he _ publifh’d upon 
the Hiftory of Ethiopia, pag. 90. The Phenicians, {ays 
he, who were the firft Sailors in the World, thought Jta/y was 
an Ifle, and therefore they called ic °50-°N, Jraly, i. e, The 
‘Ife of Goats, becaufe there are a-great many of ‘them there. 

Our Author enquires in what follows how Pinder could fay, 
that the Argonauti came as far as the Red-Sea, and juftifies chat 
Poet, whom feveral have accufed of having made a Blunder 
in this. He explains likewife a Verfe of Silius Italicus, where 
this Poet placed Cadiz upon the Erythrean Banks. 

3. M. Reland {peaks of Mount Garizins in his 4th Differta- 
tion. He gives usan account of the various Names of that 
Mountain and of the Reafons of thofe Names. He thioks 
that Garizém fignifies Cutters, Reapers, and that it’s called the 
Mountain of Reapers, becaufe of its great Fertility. He: 
fhews us whence the Errour of Epiphanius might come, who 
placed Garizim, below Jordan, near Fericho, tho’ the whole 
World knows that this Mountain was in the Tribe of Ephraim, 
and near Shechem. He fhews that it ts not a Chain of _Moun- 
tains which excends it felf ffom Sichem.to Gilgal near ‘fordan, 
but only one fingle Mountain, at the Foot of which was the 
Town Sichem. | 

Our Aathors has feveral curicus Remarks upon the Name 

Of this Town, vix Sichem, and the other Names which are 
given to ic. He maintains againft M. Herbelor that as ser 
’ 3 | | eS 
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ahd Samaria were two diftin& Towns, fo now Naploife and 
Sebafte are not the fame Town, as that Jearn’d Man though, 
Naplouwfe isthe Ancient Sichem, and Sebafte the ancient Samaria, 

Oar Author fhews us afterwards the Height of the Mountain 
Garizim, and gives us an account of the reafonof the Crime 
imputed to the Samaritans by the Jews, of adoring a Pigeon 

upon that Mountain. | 

'  [V. In his 4th Differtation he enquires what Place it is thae 
was called Opbir in Scripture, whither Solomon fent his Veflels 
to fetch Gold, Ivory, and feveral other valuable Commodities. 
To know what place this was, he lays down feveral Rules. __r. 
This muft needs be a Country where there is abundance of 
Gold, Silver, Ivory, Apes, and Peacocks, or Parots; fince it’s 
faid that Solomon's Veflels brought every three years of thofe 
valuable Goods from thence. This cannotagree to Zophala, a 
Country in Africa, which Orteliws, Robbe, and feveral others, 
took for Ophir, fince there are no Peacocks nor Parots there, 
nor fo much Silver as deferves the going for. 

2. Ophir muft bea Country where they might go more fafely 
and commodioufly from a Haven of the Arabian Gulf, chan 
from the Mediterranean, fince che Fleet for Ophir went from 
Exion-Geber, which isa Port of the Arabian Gulf. This fe- 
cond Rule overturns at once the Opinion of all! chofe, who feek 
for Ophir in any of the Ifles of America. 

3: Ophir muft be a place whither So/omon’s Ships might go 
fafely ina time when Navigation was very Imperfect, and 
when they wanted the Knowledge of the Compafss fo that 
they durft never lofe the fight of Land. This is anew Argu- 
ment againft feeking for Ophir in America, whither they could 
not go without croffing a very huge. and dangerous Sea, 
not to fay that this vaft Contiment was then unknown; fo that 
it could not be proved whither it had a being ornot. The fame 
Argument is againft our feeking for Ophir in the Ifle of Swma- 
tra, which is fo very far diftant, that Ships could not Sail thicher 
without the ufe of the Compafs. 

4. Ophir mutt needs bea place not very near Fudea, but at 
agreat diftance, fo that three Years time was neceflary to go 
thither to trade and return. And we mult judge ofthis not as 
things are in our time, but as they were in che time of Solomon. 
Thofe who believed Ophir to be Sapbara, Situated on the 4re- 


bian Gulf, have not obfery’d this. 
Eeee All 
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All thefe Conditions, and the likenefs of the Name, agree 
to a Country, negr the Town Oxpara, Soupara or Sophora, which 
may be likewife called Sopharene, Ptolemy, Amianus, Marcellinus 
and Arrianus, {peak of this Town, which was in a Peninfula, 
on this fide the Ganges, upon the Eaftern Bank, in about 112 De- 
grees and a half of Longitude, and 15 and a-half of Latitude, 
near which ftands now the famous Town of Goa. Our Author 
has no great trouble to apply all thofe Rules to his Sentiment, 
Ror is it neceflary that we follow him through all the Proofs of 
his Opinion. We thal] only obferve, thac if any objet that 
it would not require three Years to go from Pelej/ine to Goa, 
it may be anfwered, that Navigation was not come to that Per- 
fection as now ; -and that it requir’d time to Exchange their 
Marchandife, and refic their Ships. Torhis may be added, 
thac the Scripture frequently takes apart of the Year for the 
whole. There are fome who think, fays M. Bernard, thar 
Ophir is an Ifle, which we now call Ceylan, but M. Reland {ays 
nothing of this Opinion. 
5.In his sth Differtation, he fpeaks of the Gods Catiri. 
There are two principall Opinions concerning thofe Gods, 
fome believe them to have been no other but Caftor and Pol- 
lux, the Sons of Fupiter, who were honour’d by this Name; 
and this he confirms by the Teftimony of feveral learn’d Wri- 
ters, and by the Authority of ancient Infcriptions, upon which 
there was nothing but two Deities called Cabiri. Orhers, who 
believe chat this Epithete agrees to -four Deities, viz. Ceres, 
Proferpina, Plato and Mercury, confirm it by the Authority of 
Aédnafon, whofe words the Scholiaft of “Apollonius has preferved 
tous. The Cabiri, according tothe Etymology, are Gods A4/- 
fociated or United. Thofe who know that Cafor and Podux are 
Twins, and wont Separate from one another left they fhould be 
the Meffengers of bad News, may know very well the reafon 
of this Epithere. But by the fame Reafon the other four Dei- 
ties, which Ihave juft now named, may be called Cabiri, be- 
caufe all of them are Infernal Gods, who have joyntly the care 
of the Dead, and make a kind of feparate College. Burtac- - 
cording «to M. Relawd, they are called Kebirim, g. d- The Gods 
of the Buried. Thofe four Deities are the true Cabiri; Caftor 
and Pollux were only called fo fiace. cet, A a 
He fhews, after this, how thefe four Deities take care of 
the Dead, Ceres, who is the Earth, receives their Bodies 
into 
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into its Bofom. Pluto and Proferpine are the Gods of the infe- 
riot Places. Mercury is the Meflenger, both of the Subter. 
ranean and Celeftial Gods. It’s he that carries backward and for- 
ward the Souls of the Dead. 

But if the Etymology we have juft now related, don’t pleafe, 
M. Reland gives us another. He thinks that the Cabiri might 
be fo called from the Hebrew word, [73° the Mighty, be- 
cavf2 the Cabiri are mighty Gods. 

6. We fhall not meddle with the 6th Differtation, becaufe 
we cannot give an Extra& of it, without relating the Perfien 
and. Arabian words, which few would underftand. Our Authar 
gives us an Account here inan Alphabetical order, of fome Re- 
mains of the ancient./ndian Language, by which one may per- 
ceive a great Conformity betwixe chat Language and that of 
the Perfians an@ Arabians. 





Melchifedcus una cum Parente, &c. i. e. Melchifedec and his Fa- 
ther found out in the obfcure Places of the Scripture, and 
fabulous Hiftory of the Heathens by Henry Alul/ins, Pro- 
feffor of Divinity. To which is added, a Digreffion upon 
{ome other principal Examples of the Heathen Fables, and 
an Oration of Dion Chry/oftom, concerning Troy’s not being 
taken. At Leyden 1706, in 8va, Page 392. 


HE New Teftament is an excellent Commentary upon the 

Old, and gives us great light into very many Places,which 
without that help would be Riddles co us. But there feems to 
be one in my Opinion, wherein, by our own Fault, the New 
Teftamens ferves only to darken that which otherwife appears 
plain enough in the Old; fo that in this particular Matter, in- 
ftead of explaining the Old Teftament by the New, we muft 
explain the New by the Old._.Qoe may. judge by the Title, 
which is the Subje& of this Article, that it’s che Hiftory of 
Melchifedec which I fpeak of. Tam of opinion, that to avoid 
perplexing ones felf with this Matter, if we fhould look with- 
out any dependance on the Epiftle to the Hebrews to what is 
{aid of chat King in Genefis, we thall find there that Adelchifedec 
was King of Salem, and at the fame time Prieft of the true 


God. We find, that 4o/es has not one Word of btis Genealogy, 
: Eece2 nor 
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nor of his Father or Mother, who fucceeded him in his King- 
ly or Prieftly Office. This is al! we find of him in the Book 
of Genefis ; fi if we go a little further, and read the t1oth 
Pfalm, we fhall find there. that that Pfalm, which hss an evi- 
dent Relation to the Mejias, holds forth Melchifedec as a Type 
of hims and becaufe its very natural and reafonable to feek out 
the Relation betwixt the Type and the Antitype, not in thofe 
pofitive things in which the Scriptures are filent, but in the 
Type, as ‘tis precifely reprefented to us there, we mutt feek the 
Relation betwixt AZelchifedec and ‘Fefus Corift in that Idea which 
we have given of the former, being that which the Scripture 
givesus: And if after thac Light, we come to read what the 
Author of the Epiftle to the Hebrews fafs of Adelcbifedec, I doube 
whether we fhould find fuch great Difficulties there. : 

But had this Method been followed, our Libraries would 
not be fo full of Treatifes and Differtations upon ALelchifedec, 
which ferve not only to enlarge them, but make a part of their 
Riches. The learn’d, by feeking of A4elchifedec, whom per- 
haps they havenot found, have, by the way, difcover’d feveral 
other things which were not the principal Defign of their En- 
quiry and yetare not unprofitable. 4 Sciences have their Chime- 
vas; after which they run without beitg able to overtake them, as M, 
* Frontanella wery pleafautly obferves. But they find by the way 
feveral other things very ufeful to be known. If Chymiftry has the 
Philofopbers-Stone, Geometry the Quadrature of the Circle, Aftrono- 
my its Longitudes, Mechanicks their Perpetuum Mobile, Its impoffi- 
ble to find all thofe, but its very advantageous to [eek after them. 

M. Andfns, for now its time to {peak of him, pretends to 
have found that which al] the Divines and Criticks have foughe 
for in vain, viz. who Atelchifedec was. He thinks that Jel 
chifedec and Enoch were one and the fame: He is of Opinion, that 
Enoch, who was taken up, ,without feeing Death before the De- 
luge, returned co the Earth’ after the Deluge, and was then 


without Father, without Mother, without Genealogy, without 
ining of Days, and without end of Life. He had neither 
re 


or nor Succeffor in his Office of King and Prieft. 
M. Huxifias, in order to confirm his Opinion, fhews, that 
all that’s faid of Atelchifedec in the Oldand New Teftament, 





Bekele concerning Death; in the Dialogue betwing -Arremefia and 


agree 
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agrees exactly to Enoch after his return from the Heavens: and 
inorder to_prove this, he Explains all the places where he is 
mentioned. He alledges, we are notto be Surprifed at Enoch’s 
return from the Place of the Blefled to the Earth, fince Angels 
have had the like Commiffions, and he himfelf, 44o/es and Elias 
returned to it when Jefus Chrift was Transfgured upon the 
Mountain. ‘There would indeed be no Inconvenience in this 
fays M. Bernard, if it could be proved, that Enoch did A@ually 
returnto the Earth in brabam’s time; but the Scripture fays 
not one word of it. | | 

M. Hu!fus occafionally Explains feveral Paflages of Scripture, 
which neither belong to Evxoch nor to Fe/us Chrift. Thus after : 
having Explain’d what St. ‘fade fays of the Prophefy of Enoch, 
he Explains alfo the Combat of Asichael the Arch. Angel, 
again{t the Devil, mentioned by the fame Apoftle. He thinks, - 
thaec Arch-Angel was Jefus Chrift, for the proof of which we 
muft refer tohis Book. , 

After having proved by Scripture, and chiefly by a long © 
Analyfis of the t1oth Pfalm, and upon all that is {aid of azel- 
shifedec, in the Epiftle to the Hebrews, that this Ancient King 
was Enoch, Our Author feeks for fome Footfteps of this truth 
in the Fabulous Divinity of the Pagans, and thinks he finds 
Enoch in Annacus, in Inachus, in the Thammus of the Egyptians, in 
Atlas, in Zoroafter, in Dionyfis Or Bacchus, in Neptine, and in 
moft of the other Gods or Heroes of Antiquity; in all thofe 
Articles M. H’w/fins difcovers abundance of Learning. 

M. Bernard makes this Reflection in general upon the Book; - 
tha it’s to be feared, leaft by endeavouring to find in the Fables 
of the Pagans, the principal Perfons mentioned in facred Hiftory, 
we make very uncertain-all the Affiftance that is to be had from 
thofe Fables; for confirming the matter of Fact related in the {a- 
cred Books,and the reafon is, becaufe thofe who have Employ’d 
themfelves in that Study are Very far from agreeing in their Ap- 
plications:for inftance,fome would find Noah in Bacchus, fomeMo- 
fes, fome Exoch,and others fome other of the Patriarchjin which 
makes many People think that none of them is in the right, and 
that they have all of them taken fome flight Refemblance for un- 
controvertable Proof; but the beft of it is, thar tho all the 
Learn’d fhould be miftaken in this Article, the Chriftian Reli- 
ion would Suftain no great Damage by it: and has no need of 
{apport from the Fabulous Religion of the Pagans. 
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Traite de la Police, i.e. A Treatife of Civil Government, with 
the Hiftory of its Eftablifhment , the Funftions and Preroga- 
tives of its Magiftrates, all the Laws and Regulations concern- 
ing it; to which there is joyn’d, A Hiftorical and Topogra- 
phical Defcription of Paris, and eight Copper-Plates repre- 
fenting its ancient State, and the Growth of it at feveral 
times; with a Colleétion of all the Statutes, and Regulati- 
ons of the fix Companies of Merchants, and of all the Com- 
munities of Arts and Tradesin that City. At Paris, 1706. 
By M. de fa Mare.’ In Folio. 


UR Author goes up to the Fountain of all thofe Laws 
which compofe the publick Rights or Laws. He runs 
through thofe of the Three moft famous Nations of Antiquity, 
the Hebrews, Greeks, and Romans. Then he gives us an Ac- 
count of what pafs’d in Gauw/ under the latter, and in France 
fince the beginning of its Monarchy to this prefent Time. It is 
not only an exact Colle&tion of all thofe Laws tranflated into 
French, and of all the Ordinances and Regulations which relate 
to Policy and Publick Order; but likewife a vaft number of 
Hiftorical Pafflages, upon each Law and Ordinance, that ferve for 
our better underftanding of iz. Our Author gives us their Origine, 
Occafion, Motives, Progrefs, what has been afterwards added, 
retrench’d, or abrogated ; and the Reafon of all thofe Changes. 
The Work is divided into 12 Books. Qur Author lays it down 
asa Maxim, that the enly Obje& of Policy or Civil Govern- 
ment; isto procure to Men all that may contribute towards 
making them Happy. , 

He places this Happinefs in the enjoyment.of thofe three forts 
of Things which are called, the Goods of the Mind, the Goods 
of the Body, and the Goods of Fortune. : 

The firft, according to him, confifts in a good ufe of the 
Underftanding and Will, the two principal Faculties of the Soul ; 
and in thofé he includes ail the Goods of the Mind, with relati- 
on to Policy, and the two Points of Religion and Morality. 

His divifion of the Goods of the Body is every way as metho- 
dical. He gives Health the firft place, and that with very good 
Keafon. Then he diicourfes of Food, Cloathing, and Lodging 3 
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the conveniency of Publick ways and fecurity againft Violenc 
which may difturb the Repofe and Tranquility of Life. aus 

Before he enters upon theParticulars of what iscalled the Goods 
of Fortune, he makes a feparate Claflis of the liberal Arts and 
Sciences. He places them in the middle of the reft, becaufe in 
effe&t they a€tually partake of them. He fays we have no Rea- 
fon to doubt of it, with Relation to the Goods of the Mind, 
fince next to the Exercifeof Vertue, Arts, and Sciences, are the 
moft important Occupation of the Mind. They contribute to 
the Prefervation or Recovery of Health, and procure to the Body 
a great-number of other Advantages ; and in fine, adds he, 
Though Sciences have for their Obje& fomething that’s incom- 
parably more great than Intereft or mercenary Gain; ’tis certain 
however, that they conduét a Man to the greateft good Fortune ; 
and if they be not always the fureft and fhorteft way, they are 
at leaf{t the moft noble and glorious. : 

Trade, Manufatture, and mechanical Arts are other lawful 
ways of acquiring the Goods of Fortune ; and he gives them the ~ 
next place to liberal Arts and Sciences: 

Providence has ordered it fo, that forthe Perfe&tion .of the 
World, there fhould be moreover a certain fort of Perfons, who © 
make their Fortune by manual and daily Employments, thofe - 
were formerly Slaves, and a part of Merchandize, as being 
part of their Mafters Eftates: But that not being agreeable to » 
the Chriftian Religion, Servantsand Mechanicks have for a long 
time been reckon’d amongft Free People. Here our Author gives » 
us an account of thofé Laws, which have been made, — to keep. .: 
that fort of People in good Difcipline. 

- There is in the laft place, the worft Condition which Men » 
can be in, and that is Poverty. Some fall into it without a 
Crime, when for want of Underftanding, Wealth, Strength, or : 
Health, they cannot fubfift by their own Endowments or Talents, 
Others expofe themfelves to Poverty by their Extravagancy 
and unwillingnefs to Work: The firft fort were provided 
for by eftablifhing charitable Societies or Hofpitals : The fecond : 
fort were chaftized for their Idlenefs, and obliged by the Seve. 
rity of Law, to apply themfelves to fome BufinefS, in order to » 
gain a Livelyhood, and to avoid being chargeable to the Pub- » 
lick. This is a general Idea of our Author’s Sy{tem. But we - 
fhall touch upon fome of his chief Particulars. In the firft ° 
Book, he gives us a General Idea of Policy: He derives it oe 
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the Greek word Mes a City, a Name given by the Ancients to 
fhew, that by the conformity of the Names, that this part of 
the Publick Right, and Civil Society, which conftituted a City, 
are infeparable. 

He fhews us, this is an equivocal Term, which is fometimes 
taken for the general Government of Countries ; and in that 
fenfe it is divided into Monarchy, Ariftocracy, Democracy ; 
andinto fome other lefS perfet&t Parts, formed by different 
Mixtures of the three Firft: That formerly it fignified the Go- 
vernment of every State in particular ; and then it was divided 
into Ecclefiaftical, Civil, and Military Polity: But in the ordi- 
nary and more limited Senfe, it’s taken for the Publick order of 
each City, and Cuftom has made that fignification fo common, 
that it’s never taken in any other Senfe, except with an expla. 
natory Addition. 

In the next place, he gives us feveral Definitions of the thing 
in this latter fenfe, but we fhall only take notice of fome of the 
chiefofthem. Themoft ancient is that of Plato, Polity, accord. 
ing to that Philofopher, is the Life, the Regulation, and the 
Law, by way of Excellency, which majntains the Citys Ariftotle 
calls it alfo the Good Order, the Government of a City, the Sup- 
- of the Peoples Life, the chief and the greateft Good. 
Ifocrates gives ftill a more noble defcription of it, ina Difcourfe 
which he compofed to be pronounced in the Areopagus: There 
he falls into a Commendation of the Ancient Government of 
Athens, and to encourage his Fellow Citizens to recal that hap- 

y Time. He told them, that the Polity, the Reftoration of 
which he deffred, was no other than the Soul of the City, in 
which it performs the fame Operations that the Underftanding 
does in Man: That it thinks of every Thing, and regulates 
every Thing, which does, or procures all neceffary Good to Ci- 
tizens, and removes from their Society all the Ills and Calami- 
ties which they have reafon to fear. 

Having thus given us the firft Idea of Polity, he enquires after 
its Origine, and finds it in the Eftablifhment of the Hebrew 
Republick, the oldeft whofe Memory has.been handed down.to » 
us, and the only one, of which God himfelf was the Founder: 
From whence it merited the glorious Title of Theocraty. He 

roves, ‘that the Laws of all other Nations flowed from this 

iving Source ;-for which we refer to the Book it felf. 
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He comes next to the Divifion of Polity, and after having 
methodically run through the Order of it among the Hebrews 
Greeks and Romans. He gives an Account of the Polity of 
France, which he draws up under 11 Heads, viz. Religion, Mo- 
vals, llealth, Provsfions, Habitations, Publick Ways, Safety, Li- 
beral Arts and Sciences, Mechanical Arts, Servants, Domeflicks 
or Mechanicks andthe Poor. 

On the 2d, 3d and 4th Heads he {pends feveral Chapters in 
a Hiltorical Account of the Partigulars of the Hebrew, Greek 
and Roman Polity, where we have not only an Account of their 
Laws and Cuftoms, but likewife of the Origine and Eftablith 
ment of all their Magiftrates and principal Officers; and then 
he {hews how their Policy and Laws came into Gaw/, with their 
ee and likewife into all the other Provinces of the 
“mpire. 

{t is not poflible for us in this Extra& to give a particular Ac- 
count of what he fays of the Conqueft of the Gauls by the 
French, of what {the firft French King’s preferved of the Ro- 
man J aws and Magiltrates, which they eftablifh’d in the Pro- 
vinces and principal Towns ; of the Troubles which happened 
to France towards the end of the fecond Branch of their Kings ; 
of the total. overthrow of- their ancient Laws ; of the Chanze 
which that occafioned in the Magiftracy and Polity; of the 
Origine of Provofts, Bailifts and Senefchails, of the prefent 
ftate of that Polity ; and of the Fun&tions of Magiftrates, and 
other Officers in the Provinces, and of the Laws, in which there 
are curious and important Hittorical Paflages, for which we 
muft refer to the Book it felf. | 

He comes next to. the particular Polity of the City of Paris, 
and has a curious and exaét Enquiry into the State of the Pari- 
fians in the time of the Gau/s , how Latetia, their Capital City, 
was congueréd by Ce/ar, in what Confideration it was under 
the Roman Government, its Converfion by St. Deais, and then 
gives a fhort Account of the Conqueft made of it by the French , 
how their firft Kings came to make it the Place of their Refi- 
dence, and how C/owis made choife of it for the Capital of his 
Dominions. 

He continues this by an Hiftorical and Typographical Defcrip- 
tion cf this City, wherein he fhews, 1. It’s advantagious fitua- 
tion ; it’s ancient Plan and firft Enclofure. 2. It’s tuft Enlarge- 
ment beyond the Bounds of gly and its fecond Enclofure 
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in the time of the Romans. He alledges, that he is the firft’ 
who has taken Notice of this Enclofure, and preves it very well 
by feveral Veftiges of it, which are {till remaining. 3. The 
City of Paris and the ten large Viliages built in its Neighbour- 
hood under their firft Kings until the Reign of Philip the Auguff. 
4. The third Enclofure of that City, in which Phi/ip the Augu/t 
enclofed part of thofe ten Villages, and what Encouragement 
that Prince gave tothofe who built the empty Spaces. Here he 
gives us his Keafons why he makes this only the third Enclo- 
fure again{t the Opinion of thofe who call itthe firft. 4. The 
Enlargement of Paris from the time of Philip the Augu/ft, and 
its fourth. Enclofure, which began in the Keign of Charles the 
Vth, and'ended in that of Char/es the Sixth. 6. The Growth 
of that City from the time of Charles the Sixth, to the end of 
Henry Ill.. and the firft Defign of fixing its Boundaries. © 7, It’s 
Enlargement from the Reign of Henry lV. to the end of rhe 
Reign of Louis the Thirteenth, and its fifth Enclofure. 8. The 
Enlargement and Embellifhment of the Town of Paris under 
Louis le Grand, its new Enclofure and prefent State. He begins 
with an Elogy upon the King, which falls naturally in 
with this Subje&t, and is deriv’d from.the Matter he treats of. 
Hitherto, fays he, all the Sovereigns who have been’ Mafters of 
the City of Paris, have apply’d themfelves to fortifie'and put 
it in a ftate of Defence againft Enemies. As foon as Ce/ar had 
conquered it, he caufed it to be encompafs’d with Towers and 
Walls, and ordered two Fortrefles to be built at the end of its’ 
Bridges. As oft as it was enlarg’d our Kings took care to de- 
fend it by new Enclofures ; all the Braughts and Plans of its 
ancient Enclofures preferv’d in Hiftory, or in our Archives, 
make mention of -its Walls, Courtines, Baftions, Ditches, Coun- 
terfCarps, and other Fortifications. It was indeed neceffary in 
thofe times fo todo. The Neighbourhood and Power of the 
Enemies of France requir'd all thofe Precautions to cover this 
Capital from the Incurfions, they made at feveral times into the 
Heart of Kingdom. | 
All thofe things have been changed in the Reign of Lowis le 
Grand,. The Power and Juftice of his Arms (fays our Author ) 


’ have reunited to the Crown the greateft part of thofé Provinces 


which were feparated from it in ‘em Reigns, and his pro- 
found Wifdom has confirm’d his Poffeffion by very juft Titles and 


folemn Treaties ; fo that the ancient Limits of France are re-e- 
: eftablifh’d 
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ftablifh’d on all fides. This Capital, which was almoft the 
Frontier, is now the Center of this Kingdom. Being thus un- 
der the fhelter of the Conqauefts of its Auguft Monarch, and en- 
compafs'd with the ftrongeft Places in Ewrope, it -has nothing 
now to fear; all that was made for irs defence in paft Ages 
is now become ufelefss fo that its Inhabitants have underta- 
ken no Work, butto the Glory of their King, and to teftifie their 
Zeal and Acknowledgment either for the Conveniency or for 
the Embellifhment of their City, therefore we fee nothing now 
but Ditches fill’d up, Gates demolifh’d, Triumphal Arches in 
the Places ; where thofe Gates wete, Streets enlarg’d, and new 
Streets built upon the Houfes, which by their antique Struéture 
disigur’d the City; publick Places opened, Banks levell’d, Keys 
fac’d with Stone, and empry Places built and peopled, and new 
Bridges made ; fo- that inftead of Walls, Courtines and Bafti- 
ons, that formerly befpoke the fear of the Citizens. There are 
Walks planted with Trees for their Pleafure, which equally 
fhew the Magnificence of .the Town, and its prefent Security. 
To this Defcription he has added eight Copper-Plates, perfectly 
well engrav’n, which reprefent thofe eight different States of 
Paris, and each of thofe Plates has a Chapter to explain it, 
which ferves for an Introdu€tion to the Polity of the City, 
that is our Author’s principal Defign. 

He firft gives an Account of the Polity of the ancient Gawu/s, 
and relates all that he can find in the beft Authors concerning it. 
We fhall touch upon fome of the chief of them, in order to 
fhew their wife Maxims of Government. Every Citizen was 
oblig’d forthwith to give an Account to the Magiftrate of every 
thing he had been inform’d of which related to the Publick, 
without communicating the fame to others. All private Per- 
fons were ftrickly forbid to meddle with the Affairs of State, or to 
{peak of them any otherwife than in Council. It was the Pri- 
vilege of the Magiftrate alone, to difcover to the People, what 
he thought fit to make publick. And this they lay down as a 
Maxim that there was nothing more dangerous than the 
Change of their Laws, Cuftoms and Magiftrates. This was the 
moft ordinary and prefling Topick that Generals made. ufe of to 
encourage them tofight, and to repulfe the Romans, when they 
attackd them. at 

All thofe Maxims were obferved in. the Territory of the Pz- 
rifiens, and other Provinces of Gaul. The Romans feed their 

F if f 2 Laws 





an AC ROS ty Ph RTA Rl it OER SE ID ete iu. 
- > _ USES Gn gpa h i 


ET ~ 


ja sare teen a PEN 
a ot nema r- pet 
Z - — ee £ 
mete * h = a AP : 
gare gr pa ee i se, Hd ' 


menaced ot 


ep nec he aaa ie ecient 
“ ener Pm Nets ae =~ ae 


Spare 
4 


} 
! 
' 





596 . Che tiorks of the Learnen, 
Laws there, anda Magiftrate in the City of Luteria, their Capi- 


tal, under the Title of a Prefe& or Governour, prefecfus urbis, 
Our Author fhews us how the Title of Prxfe& or Governor of 


_ a City was changed into that of Count, ‘in the Reign of Clothair 


the Third, Ano 665. He gives us a pasticular Account of the 
Power, and of all the Fun€tions of this Magiftrate. He {peaks 
likewife of the Magiftrates inferior to him, who adminiftred 
Juftice in the fmall Towns, Burghs and Villages within his.Ju- 
rifdi&tion, from which Appeals were made to him. 

He fhews us how, that the County of Paris being Infeoft, the 
Count, who had the Propriety, eftablifh’d a Magiftrate in his 
own Name, under the Title of Vifcount, quaft vices Comitis 
gerens. Atlaft thisCounty of Pazrzs was re-united to the Crown 
in the Year 1032, by the Deceafe of the laft Titular Count, 
without Heirs Male. The Magiftrate, who was no longer to 
adminifter Juftice in the Name of the Count, but in the Name 
of the King, took the Title of Provoff, Quafi a Rege prepo/i- 
tus jure dicendo, which Title he has always kept fince, and 
bears to this Day. 

We have next, in this Treatife, all the Prerogatives of this 
Magiftrate, and thofe of his Jurifdition, which would be too 
long to give an Account of, and may be feen in the Book it fe!f. 
He ipeaks, amongft other things, of the Privilege of the Sea! 
of the Chatelet, and on this Occafion our Author gives us the 
Origine of Publick Seals, and the Reafon of this Privilege, 
with relation to that of the Provottfhip of Paris. 

What follows relates to Abufes which crept into the Jurifdi 
&tion of the Chatelet of Paris, and into the Courts of Juftice in 
the Kingdom. The Caufes and bad Effe&ts of thofe Abufes, and 
how St. Louis reformed them, and re-eftablifh’d good Order in 
the Adminiftration of Juftice. He continues the Hiftory of this 
Jurifdi€tion until our own Time, and concludes it in thefe words, 
From that Time there was no confiderable Change in the Ju- 
rifdi€tion of the Chatelet of Paris, till the Reign of Lewis the 
Great. Itis to his Majefties profound Wifdom, that we owe 
the Divifion of the Office of the Civil Lieutenant into two ; 
the one to take Care of the ordinary Jurifdi@tion, and the other 
to be wholly employed in the Affairs of Polity and Publick 
Welfare. It is alfo to his Judgment that we are much obliged. 
for the happy Choice of the great Magiftrates, which hitherto 
have filled thofe two important Pofts, upon which ous Peace 
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and Happinefs depends, it was he who puta ftop to a 2 
Diforders which the Multiplicity of Subaltern “ost ie 
in Paris, and who reftored in that great City the Unity of Ju- 
rifdition fo neceflary for maintaining Order, and the publick 
Tranquility there. . 

As all thofe Obfervations relate to the JurifdiGion of the 
Chatelet in general, our Author {pends the following Chapters 
in Be that Jurifdition,with relation to thePolity in par- 
ticular. | 

He advances at firft from the Authority of the moft famous - 
Authors, that it isa thing of Importance to entruft the chief 
Care of the Ape g in each Town to o8e only Tribunal. | Plato, 
in-his Treatife of Laws fays, that all the Harmony of a good 
and wife Government lies in this Unity; by this means,faid that 
Prince of Vhilofophers, 2 Republick compofed of a multitude 
of Inhabitants may be govern’d as one Family, and a great City - 
as one Man :4riffotle his Difciple was of the fame Opinion. He 
adds,that as the Parts of a humane Body, tho’ different in their 
Operations, agree among themfelves in a perfect Union, be- 
caufe they are animated by one and the fame Soul in the fame ~ 
manner; if the Polity, which is the Soul of a City, benot » 
one, and uniform in each City, all the Parts’of that Civil and - 
Politick Body will be in diforder. Thefe are fome of our ‘Au- ~ 
thors Authorities ; for the reft we refer to his Book. 

He fhews us afterwards, that the Provoft of Parishas always ‘ 
enjoy’d thac Prerogative to be the enly ordinary Magiftrate of 
the Polity in the firft Inftance in the City ofParis. He it 
by the Ordonances of the Fr. Kings,and feveral Acts of Parlia- - 
ment, which have maintained him in chis Poffeffion againft thofe - 
who would have difturbed him in it. - 

From hence he takes occafion to give us the Hiftory of the 
JurifdiGtions of certain Lords that were formerly in Paris, and 
of thofe which the great Officers of the Crown did fometime 
exercife over certain Profeffions, which hada Relation to their 
Offices, as the great Chamberlain over Degen Mercers and 
Leather-Sellers. The Grand Quirie over Smiths and others 
who made ufe of the Anvil, the great Pantler over Bakers,an 
the great Burler over Wine-Merchants and Innkeepers. Here’ 
he gives us likewife the Origine of the Provoftthip of the Pa 
lace of the Bailiwick of the fame, and of the Regulation be- 
twixt the Jarifdiétion of the Chateler; and chat of the Towne . 
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Having thus run through all chat is moft confiderable in the 


‘Polity and Government of the City of Paris from its firt Efta- 


blifhment to this Day, he concludes this Important Sudjec& thus, 
As foon as Peace-was reftored to the State, and among our 


Neighbours by the “Peace of the Pyrenes, the King, whofe 


profound Wifdom was always equal to his Supreme Authority, 
made it his firft Bufinefs to make his Subjects the happieft Peo- 
ple on Earth, the Abolition of Duels and Bla{phemies, the Re- 
ftauration of the publick Safety, the Protection of Sciences, 
Trade and Arts, the Reformation of Abufes in the Revenues 
were the firft Fruits of it. The Policy of Paris, efpecially, 
feem’d to him to be a Subject worthy of his Royal Applicati- 
on. He fertled a Council on purpofe to take care of it in all 
its Parts: This Council was compofed of the Chancellor, and 
Marechal d Villeroy, and of Meffieurs Colbert, a’ Alegre, de Le- 
zieau, de Machanlt, de Sevé, de Menardeau, de Morangiel, Poncet, 
Béucherat, dela Adarguerie, Puffort, Voifin, Hotman and Marin. 
They begun their Meetings the 28th of Oétober 1666, and 
continued them feveral Days, every Week, till February.1667. 
It was in this Council, and according to their Deliberations, 
that the King form’d all his great Defigns for the Polity of Pa: 
vis that we have feen fo happily put in-Execution. Since the 
Multiplicity of the Courts of Juftice, which had‘begun to en- 
trench upon the Authority of the Provoft of Paris,’was one of 
the principal Cayfes of its Decay, the King’ did on this occa- 
fioft' what Axuguftus did in the like cafe for reftoring the Polity 
of ‘Rome. » He not only forbad al] other Courts to meddle with 
tt, but in the Chatelet it felf, he feparated the. Polity ‘from 
the contentious civil JurifdiGtion, and created a Magiftrate on 
purpofe to exercife alone this ancient JurifdiGion ‘of the’ Pro- 
volt of Paris; in effeG, that which is called the Polity, having 
nothing elfe in view, but the Service of the Prince and pub- 
lick Order. It is incompatible with the Perplexiries and Sub- 
tleties of litigious Caufes; and is more fit for the Govern- 

ment than for the Bar. Noa” sega * 
He gives afterwards an Account of the Ordonances and Re- 
gulations, which ‘have been made fince the Reiga of the King, 
and have brought the Polity of Paris to that State of Per- 
fection, which occafions the Happinefs of rhe Citizens, and 

Admiration of Scrangers. | e 
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From thefe general Remarks which concern this Tribuna- 

and the Prefident of it, cur Aurhor:goes to ‘the other Officers 
of} that Court, and ranks them in® three different Claffes, acl 
cofding to the natural order of Affiirs'insprivate Caufes. The 
Parties concern’d at firk, brought their Caufes into Court, and 
profecuted them as they faw fit. They were afterwards al- 
lowed Advocates for their Guides, to give chem Advice, and 
ro plead forthem: The Difcourfes of thofe learn’d Greeks and 
Romans in defence of themfelves, or of their Clients, are in- 
vincible Proofs of it. This was enough formerly, when all 
Affairs were determined upon hearing. by the Sentence of the 
Judge ; but the Formalities and Subtilties in pleading having 
been fince introduced,- Advocates were appointed to have the 
Conduét of Caufes. 
- The moft-Powerfuland the:moft Religious of Princes, were 
the firft who fubmitted themfeives to ‘their own Laws, that 
they might the better thew the Equity of them, and make them 
the more Venerableto their Subje@s. They have frequently 
been obliged, and are ftill obliged fometimes for that very rea- 
fon, to form Demands, or to defend themfelves, for the pre- 
fervation of their Domain or orher Rights; for it was not con- 
venient that they fhould defcend from their Thrones, and come 
in Perfon to Courts, to demand Jaftice. Ona the other fide, 
the Publick would be expofed to an infinite number of Enemies, 
if it were not continually defended, which it is impoffible. it 
fhould be by it felf. The Churches, Widows, Orphans and 
Poor, would be abandon’d and without Defence, if the Prince, » 
who is the Common Father of the Countrey, had not the Good- 
nefs to provide for them. Hence came the Eftablifhmenc of 
Advocates and Proétors by the Prince, to maintain and defend 
his Rights on all occafions, and to intereft themfelves in all that 
relates to Order and the Common Good, to execute the Laws,. 
and to defend the Church, Widows, Orphans and Poor, as of- 
ten as occafion offered. : 

From hence our Adthor comes to the Eftablifhment of thofe 
Officers in all Tribunals, their Prerogatives and Fun@ions. He 
finds their Origine in the Roman Law, and tells us ail that thofe 
Laws and the beft Authors fay of them. He comes next to the 
Cuftom that bas been obferved in France in that re{pe@,trom the 
beginning of the Monarchy to this prefent time,and on this ocea- 
fion gives an Account of the Capicularies of their firft Kings, the . 

ages 
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Paflages of their beft Hiftorians, ancient Manufcripts, and feve- 
ral other very curious, and authentick Proofs. 

-Caufes being brought before the Courts, are there to be 
pleaded, and then determined: From thence, fays he, two 
forts of Officers derive their Origine. The one was by the An- 
cients called Adjutores Magiftratunm, to take a narrow and con- 
tinual Infpection of the People, to help in the Execution of 
Laws, to draw up part of the neceflary Inftructions, to bring 
things in a readinels for Judgment, and to refer to the Magiftrate 
thofe which require Difpatch, and by their Affiduity co mulcti- 
ply, as it were the prefence of the Magiftrate, that he might, 
if poffible, be prefent at one and the fame time, in all thofe 
Places where his Affiftance and Authority are requifite. -4dju- 


‘tores dicantur quid Magiftratibus adjungebantur, ut in muniis obe- 


undos effent, qui eos adjuvarent. The other fort, which the Ar- 
cients called Afefores Adagiftratunm, were appointed to Affitt 
the Magiftrate on the Bench, and to give him their Advice and 
Council in Judgment, and in the Decifion of the moft impor- 
tant Matters, from whence the Name of Councellors had its 
Rife. Afeffores quorum Officinm eft affidere judici, atq; confulere in 
Canfis, & inde Confiliarii vocantur. The one as a learned Pcliti- 
cian of the 16th Century faid, to affift him in the Exercife of 
his Fun&ion, and the other to advife him. 44hi qui Auxilio & 
alii qui Confilio profane. 

He infifts a little upon thofe firft fort of Officers ; he proves 
the Eftablifhment of them in the three moft famous Republicks 
of Antiquity, the Hebrews, Greeks, and Romans : Their Towns, 
fays he, were divided into different Quarters, which the Hebrews 
call Pelek, the Greeks xe, and the Romans, Regio. They 
had in each Quarter a certain number Officers to aflift the Magt- 
{trates. The Hebrews called him who had the Infpe€tion over 
the whole Quarter ee Intendant, or Commiffary of the 
Quarter. He thar had Charge over one part of the Quarter, 
which was ufually the half} was called Surhatfipelek, or Com- 
miffiry of the Half-Quarter ; and in general, they called them 
all Surepelakim, the Kireinh Intendants or Commiflaries of the 
Quarters of the Town. The Greeks called thofe Officers 
Loudest, Tevemoxeros, Xopemi sxe, Inquifitors, Examiners, and 
Commiffaries of the Quarters or Wards of the City : And the 
Romans called them Cwratores Regionum & Adjutores ve 

urbis. 
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urbis. He proves the Eftablifhment of the fame Officers in 
France, from the beginning of their Monarchy ; and relates {e- 
veral Ordonances of their firft Kings, which make mention of 
them. An Edi& of Clotaire the Second, in the Year 615 fays, 
They were created, Ut pax & difciplina in Regno noftre fit, 
Chrifto Fins perpetua, rebellio vel infolentia malorum bo- 
minum Severifime reprimatur. He fhews us by the Ordonances 
of Charlemain, Louis le Debonaire, and Charles the Bald, that . 
in the Years 829 and 870, thofe Officers were eftablifhed in e- 
every County, which were then the principal ordinary Jurifdi&ti- 
ons in the Kingdom, as are our Baliwicks and Sherrivalties now, 
that they were thereunto ele€ted by the Lords of the Council, 
whom the King fent to vifit the Provinces, and to take Care thar 
none fhould be put into thofe Offices, but Perfons of known 
- Probity and Merit, they were by vertue of their Office to in 
quire {tri€tly into the Truth of Affairs. Ina word, they were- 
the fame with the Affiftants of the chief Magiftrates among the 
_ Romans and thus the Ordonances {peak concerning them, V’o- 
lumus ut fecundum Capitula Avi& Patris, noftri in omni Comi- 
tatu, bi qui melhores & veraciores invenire poffunt, eleganter 
a mifis ad —— faciendas & rei veritatem difcendam, 
utg, adjutores Comitum fint ad juftitias faciendas. 
To thofe Proofs, from the Ordena of the firft French Kings, 
he adds others from Contemporary Authors, We fhall only re- 
late one, which is that of Walafridus Strabo, who wrote about 
the Year 840. He undertook to prove the Refemblance betwixt 
the Ecclefiaftical Powers, in the Hierarchical Order of the Church, 
and the Temporal Powers in the Civil and Political Order of the 
State, to make this good he compares, 

The Emperor, who was then King of Fraace, to the Pope. 

The Patricii, who were the Governours and the Magiftrates 
of thofe four great Parts; of the general Divifion of the Gaw/s ; 
the Celtick Belgich, Aguitanick, and Narbonefe to Primates ; 
who held that Emme Rank in the Church. 


_ The Dukes, who prefided over particular Provinces, and had 
the Government of them, to the Archbifhops of the fame Pro- 


vinces. 
The Counts, or firft Magiftrates of the Chief Towns, and 


of the Places which depended on them, to apesse who 
had alfo the Seat of their Spiritual Jurifdi€tion in eac 


of the 
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Then continuing the fame Parallel, he fays, That as the 
Commiffaries, had their Miffos fuos, to help them in. their 
Funftion, and to keep the Peoplein their Duty. The Bifhops 
had alfo their Chorepifcopi, to give them the fame A 

c 


fliftance 
in the Government of their Diocelics. 


Our Author adds, that nothing could be more juft than this, 
the Commiffaries, and Examiners of the Chorepifcopi, who are 
now reprefented by Arch-Deacons and Arch-Priefts, had the 
whole DiocefS divided betwixt them, as each of the Com. 
miffuries and Examiners had his Quarter in the Temporal Jurif- 
di€tion, thofe were called, according to the Canons, iz partem 
Solicitudinis Epifcopalis, and the other were eftablifh’d by the 
Ordonarices to affift the Magiftrates,; the one referr’d all to their 
Bifhop, and the other did the fame to their Magiftrate. 

He continues his Chronological Proofs as ufual, and fhews 
from Age to Age, the ufé of thofe Officers preferved in France 
till our Time. He gives us an Account of their ancient Prero- 
gatives, and of the Perfons who enjoyed thofe Prerogatives till 
the Reign of Francis1. That the Venality and Multiplicity of 
Offices made them lefS confiderable. That till 1531-they hada 
deliberative Voice in the Decifion of Caufes, that they are al- 
ways reckon’d among the Judges, have a place in the Bench, 
and a confultative Vote in the Affairs which they relate. He 

ives afterwards a very exa€t Account of their Funétions in the 
Polity : Amongft other things, he obferves in the Chapter 
which relates to the Publick Security, that we may fay of thofe 
Officers what formerly was faid at Rome, of the Tribunes of the 
People, That their Houfes ought to be open Day and Night, as 
a fate Habour and Place of Refuge to all thofe who are in any 
Danger, or have any need of Afhftance. Moribys Romanorum 
conftitutum fuit, ut ne Domus Tribunorum nottu clauderentur, 
fed, interdiu notiug, indigenti cuiquam ecorum auxilio paterent, 
guaft Portus guidam & Refugium periclitantium, He concludes 
this Subje€t, with an Account of the Privileges which the Kings 
of France have granted to thofe Officers, and in which they have 
been confirm’d from Reign to Reign, till this prefent Time. He 
fays in particular of thofe of the Chatelet of Paris, that the 
Dignity of this firft Tribunal, for the ordinary Juftice of the 
Kingdom, and the eminent Qualities of its Magiftrates, has al- 
ways brought thither Subje&ts of a diftinguifhing Merit to be 
Counfellors ; and that the great number, and the great Impor- 
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tance of the Affairs treated there, addsnew Knowledge to what 
they had acquired before they came to.that Office; fo that it 
may .juftly be faid of that Society, that it is one of the moft 
learned of the Courts of Juftice, and a true Seminary of Magi- 
{trates, and none goes from it but in order to poflef§ the higheft 
Dignities of the long Robe, in which they always behave them- 
felves with great Fame. 

The next Head relates to thofé whom he calls Magiftrates of 
the Sword. Our Author begins this Part with the Union there 
ought neceffarily to be, for the good of the Publick, betwixt 
the Gown and the Sword; as-to which he exprefles himfelf 
thus: Juftice, and Force, or Power, are two Vertues, the ex: 
ercife of which is indifpenfible in the Government of a Country ; 
but they would quickly become ulelefs without mutual Affi- 
{tance to one another. Power without Juftice would degenerate 
into Violence, and Juftice without Power would lauguifh, and 
its Decifions remain without Execution. Hence it comes that 
they were never feparated in the Perfons of Magiftrates. The 
fame Judges who prefided in the Courts of I/rae/, condufted 
them into the Field againft their Enemies. The Greek Archon- 
tes, the Roman Confuls, Prators, and Proconfuls, were Magi- 
ftrates and Generals of their Army. The Dukes and Counts un- 
der the firft Kings of France, were equally entrufted with the 
exercife of Juftice, and the Conduét of Troops; and the Bailifts 
and Senefchals fucceeded them in both, 

Thus the Provoft of Paris, according to this Maxim, as the 
chief of the Bailifs and Senefchals,was originally a Magiftrate of 
the Long Robe and Sword in the Court, he wore his Gown, 
and at the head of the Troops he commanded he wore his 
Sword. This double Power was exprefs’d by his Ornaments at 
great Solemnities ; then he appeared in a Gown of Cloth of 
Gold lined with Ermine, his Horfe richly caparifon’d, and two 
of his Pages who went before him, carried his Helmet and Gaunt-. 
lets upon the Point of their Lances. 

For the Security of his Jurifdi€tion, he had an eftablifhed 
Company of 100 Horfe, and two Companies of Serjants, which 
was then a Military Term, one on Horfeback and the other on 
Foot. After this Remark our Author obferves, that all the Bu- 
finefS of the Magiftrate of the Sword ought to be the Publick 
Safety; which he divides into that within and that without the 
Town, and fubdivides that within into Day and Night. “ 
G ggg2 This 
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This Divifion obliges him to begin with Lieutenant-Crim inals 
of the Short-Robe, appointed to take Care of the Town during 
the Day. Then he comes to the Knights of the Watch, who 
had the Charge of the Publick Safety during the Night; and 
concludes with the Provofts of the Marefchals, Vice-Bailiffs, 
and Vice-Sheriffs, whotake Care of the High-ways, and of 
every thing without the City. He gives an Account, according 
to his Cuftom, of the Origine of thofe Offices ; wherein he has 
many curious Matters of Faét, and feveral Authorities. He ac- 
counts alfo for the Motives of their Eftablifhment, their Preroga- 
tives and Funétions. } 

Having fpoke thus of each of the Magiftrates in particular, 
he gives an Account of what is common and incumbent to them 
all. He goes up as ufual, to the Origine of the Name of Ma- 
giftrate, ‘and gives us its Etymology and Definition. He obli- 
ges us alfo with many Maxims, taken from the Laws and great- 
eft Authors concerning Magiftracy, of which we fhall give a 

ew Inftances. 

As the Sovereign Power of a Prince, fays he, is a Ray of the 
Omnipotence of God, fo the Power of inferior Magiftrates is an 
Emanation of the abfolute. Power of the Prince. Hence it is, 
that whoever attempts to do what belongs to the Magiftrate, or 
to exercife the Publick Power in what manner foever, he in- 
- “wades the Sovereignty, and makes himfelf culpable of Lefe-Ma- 
jefty, what the Tutor is to the Pupil,the Phyfician to the Patient, 
and the Pilot to the Ship, the Magiftrate is to the Subje&t. _ 

The Agt of Governing a City isthe chief of all Arts. We 
may reafonably fay of the Magiftrate what Seneca faid of the 
Prince, he defends by his Care the Houfes of his Citizens. He 
watches for their Reft, and his Work is their Felicity, and his 
Occupation affures to every Man the lawful Boundaries of his 
Employment, or according to St. Fobn Chryfoftom and Ammianus 
Marcellinus, 10s a {warm of Cares and Solicitudes for the Safe- 
ty of others. 

In the 1ft Chapter of this 2d Book, our Author explains 
what is underftood by the word Laws, and gives us feveral 
Maxims concerning the Obedience due tofthem. The Law, ac- 
cording to one of thofe Maxims, is the Sovereign Reafon, which 
in each Man is called Prudence, being his Law, by which he di- 


ftinguifhes the Good that ke ought to do from the Ill he ought 
toavoid. Th 
e 
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The Safety of every State depends upon the Obfervation of 
its Laws, the more religioufly they are obferved, the more fafe 
are the Perfon and Eftates of the Subje&. It is the ftrongelt 
Tye of Civil Society ; the fureft Pledge of its Happinefs and 
Duration ; the Laws are in the Body Politick; the fame that 
the Soul is in the Body Natural ; the beftand the moft ufeful 
of all Laws, fays our Author, is that which forbids us to in- 
form our félves, whither the Laws be juft or not, or which com- 
mands us to pay them the fame Refpe&t and Obedience, as if 
they were eftabiifhed by God himfelf. The Friendfhip and U- 
nion of the Citizens is the greateft Good and their Divifion the 
greateft Evil that can befall a City ; therefore thofe Laws which | 
are made to maintain Order, Peace and publick Concord, are the 
Mothers and Guardians of all the other Laws. 

The 2d Chapter contains ail that can be faid concerning the 
regiltering,- publifhing and fixing up of Laws s and the 3d con- - 
tains all the Precautions which are to be taken to prevent Laws 
falling into Oblivion, and want of Execution. Thofe two 
Chapters have abundance of curious Matters of Fa, and man 
Inftances of what has been done.in this Refpe&t, in the moft - 
famous Governments of Antiquity, and in France. from the . 
Rife. of that Monarchy to this prefent time. | 

He comes next to confider Religion, which, he fays, is the 
chief and principal, and fhould be the only Obje& of Polity, 
were we wife enough to perform all the Duties which it pre- 
{cribes to us, and in that Cafe without any other trouble, there 
would be no Corruption of Manners, Temperance would kee 
off Diftempers, Affiduity in BufinefS, Frugality, and a wife 
forefight would always procure things neceflary to Life, and Vi- 
ces being banifhed, the pablick Peace would be fecured, Humi- 
lity. and Simplicity would cut off all that’s dangerous in Humane 
Sciences, Honefty would be praftis’d in Commerce and Trade. 
The Patience and Mildnefs of Matters would make Servitude 
agreeable, and the Fidelity of Domefticks would be ‘the Secu- 
rity and Happinefs of Families. The Poor, in fhort, would be 
willingly fupply’d, and begging banifh’d. It appears to be true 
then, ays he, that if Religion alone were well obferved, all the 
other Parts of gee would be accomplifh’d, and if there be 
any Difturbance in Religion according to the Mind of a learn’d 


Polititian. The Civil Government foon feels the Effe€ts of ir, 
Religio turbata Politiam turbat, t- : 


He. 
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He fayselfewhere, That Religion is the fureft Foundation of 
the State, the moft folid Bafis tor the Execution of the Laws, 


and the moft Sacred Tye of Humane Society. It is that which 
teaches Potentates their Obligations to their Duty, which con- 


‘firms the Obedience of Subje€ts to their Prince, teaches them 


Submiffion to their Magiftrates, and to keep Peace and Union 
among themfelves, from whence he concludes that in all Govern- 
ments of what form foever,Religion ought to be the firft and prin- 
cipal Care of the Legiflacors. 

He proves afterwards that in all times either under the anci- 
ent or new Law. The Care of Religion was entrufted to the 
Spiritual and Temporal Power. He handles this Matter with 
all the Nicenef§ imaginable, and brings his Proofs from the Ho- 
| Poe peat, Councils, Writings of the Fathers and the Canon 

aw. , 

The High Prieft, Priefts and Levites were appointed by God 
to be the Keepers and Interpreters of Do€trine, and to fuperin- 
tend over all that was facred and myftical in Religion. No 
Lay-man of what degree foever was allow’d:to meddle with it. 
Sau/ having dared to offer a Sacrifice himfelf} after the Defeat of 
the Philiftines, God taught him by an exemplary Punifhmenr, 
that he had exceeded his Bounds. Uszah, the Son of Aminz- 
dab, had no fooner put his Hand to the Ark to hold it up, burhe 
was punifh’d by Death. When Usiahb,King of Fudab, attempr- 
ed, notwithftanding the Remonftrances of the High Prieft te 
burn Incenfé upon the Altar of Incenfe, God {truck him imme- 
srt wiih the Leprofie, which continued upon him till his 

eath, 

Since Religion has it’s out-fide fo to fpeak, and an external 
Difcipline, which it is of Importance to defend, and which 
has befides.a near Relation to the other Parts of Government, 
and fince moreover the Punifhments which are in the Power of 
Gofpel Minifters are not always capable of over-coming and 
{ubduing the StubbornnefS of Man’s Heart, God has alfo put 
Religion under the Prote&tionof .Temporal Powers to ftrengthen 
by the Severity of Laws.the Miniftry of his word; thus, fays 
our Asthoz, do the Fathers explain themfelves, fo that when 
it pleafed God to give a King to his People, he ordered that 
he fhould be annointed with the Holy Oil, as* was the High 
Prieft. The Scripture adds, that that Prince was. immediately 
filled with the Spirit of God, that he prophefied, and was 

changed 
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changed into another Man. That the Ephod worn by the 
High Prieft, when cloath’d in his Pontifical Habits, made alfo 
part of the Royal Ornaments. “They differed only in the Stuff 
they were made of, and God atfo odered that the King fhould 
have in his Cuftody a fecond Copy of the Sacred Law; the Ori- 
ginal of which was kept in the Temple by the Priefls. Thus 
our Author expreffes himfelf. He comes afterwards. to prove by 
Inftances from the old Law, the Concurrence of thofe two Pow- 
ers, and that Kings were the Prote&tors of the whole Worfhip, 
and of the external Difcipline of Religion. Then coming to the 
new Law, hecxpreffes himfelf as follows. The Church, which 
fucceeded the Synagogue, was deprived for above three Centu- 
ries.of the Support of Temporal Princes. They were on the 
contrary their Enemies, and many times their moft cruel Perfe- 
cutors. This was according to Chry/oftom by the fpecial Order 
of Providence, that the Gofpel fhould sbe fpread through all 
the World without any affiftance of earthly Potentates, nay, 
contrary to their oppofition, to the end, that the Truth of it 
might be more confirm’d by this Miracle. 

t was in the mean time attack’d in its Infancy, by three po- 
tent Enemies, the Pagans, Tews and Hereticks, and by two other 
forts of People, who were in the Bofom of the Church, viz. 
Ungodly Men and Libertines, who frequently difturb’d the Dif- 
cipline of the Chhrch. 

During all chat time fhe made ufe of no other Weapons 
againft chofe Enemies but Patience, Prayers, the cries of the 
Blood of the Martyrs, the Authority of her Miracles, the Ex- 
hortations of her Minifters, the Writings of her Doétors, and — 
againft her rebellious Children, fhe made ufe of Anathema’s. 

She grew up however by rhe Divine Affiftance in the midft 
of Perfecutions: God, who had ordain’d her Eftablifhment 
from all Erernity, maintain’d her progrefs; and notwithftand- 
ing all the Powers of Earth and Hell, the number of the Faith- 
fat multiply’d on all fides. 3 

The Truth at Jaft made its Way to the Thrones of Emperors — 
and Kings, and made them her Protectors. Then, fays Socrates, 
who wrote in the beginning of the 5th Century, thofe Princes 
having their Eyes enlighten’d by the Faith, made Law's for its 
Defence. The Councils, continues that Author, were affem- 
bled under their Protection, and they joyn’d their Authority to 


thdPof the Charch, to fupport her Decifions. eg vee 
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. abolifhed by their Authorigy, and they made ufe of all theie 


Power for the Extirpation of Herefy, and for maintaining Ditci- 
line and the Purity of Manners; and at-laft they endowed the 
Clergy with Privileges and Eftates. Thus, fays our Author, 
there began again in the Church the ancient Concurrence of Spi- 





gin bap 
4° 


‘ritual and Temporal Power, eftablifh’d by God himfelf in the 


ancient Law: And he alledges, that each of them have con- 


tributed, fince that time, to.maintain inviolably the pure a 
-holy Worfhip of the True Religion. He further proves this 


Propofition by the Writings of the Fathers, by the Canons of 


~ Councils, and the Decrees of Po 


2S. 

Our Author, to fhew the true Sp irit of the Church of Rome, 
comes at laft to the Inftance of a Brief’ from the prefent Pope 
Clement the XIth, to the Freach King, dated the 13th of Fed, 
1703. on occafion of a writing which appear’d about the end of 
1702, and renewed the principal Queftions, which had been con- 


‘demned in thofe latter Times. Inthis. Brief, the Pope congra- 


tulates the King in the Name of the whole Church, for having 
travelled with as much Piety as Glory, ‘to extirpate all Errors 
and Novelties, contrary to the Catholick Faith and its Difcipline. 
Novi profedo, chariffime Fili nofter, novit © gratulatur Ecclefia 
omnis, quanto Pietatis ftudio, quanto Regi nominis Laude, eli 
minandis catholici fidei.ac Difcipline adverfis erroribus & novi- 
tatibus. He afterwards invites his Majefty to perfift in fo great 
and pious a Defign, that every one may know there is, by the 
Grace of God, fuch an Union betwixt the Priefthood and the 
Empire, that Seditious Spirits, who have fet no Bounds to their 
Subtilties, may not break in upon the Ecclefiaftical, no more 
than upon the Royal Laws with impunity. Ut palam fiat omnibus 
cam hodie inter Sacredotium, & Imperium, miferante Domino vi- 
gere Concordiam, ut non impune liceat turbulentis ingenii ac 
nunguam cavillandi finem factentibus, Ecclefiafticas fimul ac Re- 


gias leges infringere. 
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The Rights of the Chriftian Church afferted, againft the Romifle ard all other 
Priefis who claim an Independent Power over it. With # Preface con 
cerning the Government of the Church of England, as by Law eftablifh- 
ed. Parel, The fecond Edition Correéfed, London, Printed in the 
Gar 1706. Svo0. Pages 416. befides che Preface extending to 89 

: 55 the Contents, and she Alphabetical Table of the principal 

ser. 


Tr our laft Journal, we acquainted our Reader with the general De- 
fign of this Treatife; the Purport of the long Preface that goes 
before it, and the Tenour of the firft two Chapters, 

The Third Chapter offers that the Pretences on which the Cler- 
gy would build their Independent Power, are {0 far from having a~ 
_ ny Foundation in Religion or Reafon, that they are abfurd and ime 
Pious. Here our Author pleads, That if turning Men out of the 
Church, be depriving them of the Means of Eternal Happinef, no. 
_ thing’can’be more uncharitable. That'tis abfurd to excommunicate 

thofe who diflike the Terms of Communion of a Church, and fo 
were never of it, or elfe have left it. ‘That to hinder a Man to 
joyn in publick Worfhip for Wicked Immoral Actions, is hindring 
him to perform one Part of his Duty, becaufe he has fail’d in another; 
as if the not doing one Duty could make amends for the Breach of 
another ; whereas the r Sinner one is, there's the lefS Reafon to 
debar him from publickly praying to God to have his Sins forgiven, 
efpecially fince he isto do this in private, and fince that is own’d to 
be a greater Duty and more likely to prevail with God: That fince 
our Saviour ed that all, were it not their own Fault, fhould 
reap the Fruit of his Death, there’s no Reafon for debarring a Sinner 
from the Lord’s Supper (tho’ the Clergy chiefly infift upon thae 
Right ;} That ‘tis an unaccountable ‘Thing in the Clergy, to gern 
*tis their to exclude from the Sacrament thofe they Judge une 
worthy, and yet at the fame time to be for obliging all by Penal 
Laws to receive it, and for having none qualified for preferment wh 
take it not of them; which is either contradicting themfelves ano 
owning none ought to be excluded from ‘it, or elf a Delign to makd 
whom they pleafe to be punifhed and likewife uncapable of Prefere 
Hhhh ment. 
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ment. ° The laft of which (/ys our Author) High-Church would 
‘ fain at prefent fet on Foot, to fupply the place of a perfecuting Bill, 
* which has happily mifcarried.” And in fine, That nothing can 
be a feverer Reflexion, than what many of the Cl caft on them. 
felves and their own Profeffion, én fuppofing the beft Way to make a 
notorious Offender turn from his evil Courfés, is to have nothing to 
do with their Miniftry ; and therefore he is to be hindred from hea- 
ring their Sermons, receiving the Sacrament from their Hands, or 
coming near the Church where they officiate, leaft by fo doing, he 


- fhould be hardned ‘in his wicked and impenitent Condition ; but in- 


ftead of it he is to be delivered over to Satan, asa fitter and propérer 
Minitter for his Converfion. |§ Whereas fincethe Sick and not the 
whole need the Phyfician; the Clergy fhould, like our Saviour who 
frequently convers’d with Sinners, apply their Miniftry chiefly to. 
fuch. Had le + 

He advances, that the Clergy’ Defign in introducing fo unaccount- 
able a Cuftom, was to raife their Intereft and Power, by perfwading 
thePeople that receiving the Lord's Supper" was neceflary to Salvation, 
that they only had a right to give it, being appointed by God the 
Sole Judges who fhould, and who fhould not communicate, which 
‘was no lefs than claiming a Power of parting. whom they pleasd ina. 
State of Damnation. He applys the fame Delign to the turning of 
Men out of the Church, &e. G 

He affirms, that this Dotrine of excluding Men from the Publick 
Worfhip, hadnot fo eafily gone. down with the People; had they not 
before their Converfion been made familiar to fuch PraQtices by the 
Heathen: Priefts; who us’d to drive out of their Temples, all who 
were not initiated, as profane Perfons, when they celebrated their ime 
pious and abominable Myfteries: That none among the ews were 
excluded from the Paffover, Temple or Synagogue, for any Moral 
uncleannefs. ‘That it was very well worth the Chriftian Priefts while. 
to borrow this Cuftom from the Heathens, fince they faw what Ad- 
vantage their Clergy made of it, particularly the Drisds, who, by,ex= 
cluding front the Sacrifices whom they pleas'd, pot all Power, into 
their Hands. Here he quotes Cafar's account of the Druids, and fays, 
they have been pretty well copied ; and that the moft material Diffe- 
rence betwen thefé Chriftian and thofé Heathen Drujds, is, that one 
facrific’d men. to the Deity, but t’other-to.the Devil, and by bura- 
ing ‘em alive make ‘em as far as they can talte of Hell, before they. 
fend em thither. escltt tame Beiclitnicrt cok ks Rie ands aimed 


He 
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He afferts, That tho’ the Priefts aflume to themfelves an Arbitrary 
Power of excluding Men from the Lord's Supper, yet the Scriptures 
no where make the Receiving it from the Hands of a Prieft, neceffa- 
ry ; nay, that not one Initance of the Laity’s receiving it fo can be 
produced from thence. To this purpofé he reprefents, That the Paf- 
fover and other Feftivals among the Fews were never celebrated in 
the Temple or Synagogues, but in their Private Houfes, where after 
Supper, the Mafter of the Feaft diftributed among his Guefts fall 
Pieces of the fineft Bread, and having firft drank of the Grace-Cup, 
delivered it to be handed about. That all this was accompanied 
with Thanks to God, for having created Bread and Wine, which 
was followed by fome Relation fititable to the Feftival and the Eucha- 
rifty or Hymn of Thanksgiving ; to which Chrift, who inftituted no 
new Rites, fuperadded the Remembrance of his Sufferings, and direéts 
his Difciples, as often as they did this, shat is, celebrate fuch Feltivals, 
and clofe them with the Poftccnium, to commemorate him after this 
manner. 7 
He obferves, that tho’ Diforders were committed at the Love-Feafts 
of the Gentiles, where after the fame manner they remembred our,Sa- 
viour’s Sufferings ; yet the Apoftle no where declares that for the pre= 
vention of the fike, none tor the future fhould prefume to take any 
Bread and Wine, except from the Hand of a Prieft ; but only that e- 
Very one fhould examine himfelf; ‘ which (ays our Author) is not 
© only overlooking the Prieft’s pretended Power, but is wholly incon- 
© Gftent with it. And if St, Peu,notwithftanding thefe Excefles,denyed 
* none this Liberty, nor have we an Inftance of any Perfon, no not 
€ ‘Fudas hinfelf, excluded from it; what Pretence can there be for the 
* Clergy to be Sovetaign Judges who fhould be admitted and who 
© not? Which at firft they could not, except they were neceflarily to 
© be invited to all thofe Meals, in the clofe of which our Saviour’s 
© Death was to be conmemorated,and had likewife a Power to forbid 
* the Guelts they did not like. And if this Sacrament, as the name 
* of the Lord’s Supper fhews, was firft celebrated at meal time, ci- 
* ther the People‘who fate or lay down at Supper, mult Hand the 
* Bread and Wine to one another ; or elfe fome mult wait at Table 
“<for this purpofe, an Office the Clergy would not'be fo fond of, as 
of the prefent Cuftom of the whole Congregation’s, attending the 
* ‘Prieft at the Rails of the Alrar, and there kneeling at his Feet, 
* humbly to wait till he diftributes to: them the Bread and Wine from 
+ 


ces place it feems too too holy for the Profane and 
within the Rails, a place it Bee PA FOP ar Vile 
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* Vile Laity to be admitted into ; and therefore the Prieft clad in hie 
* Pompous Formalities, is to ftand there alone. ’ 

To the ufual Objection, that People cannotttake the Sacrament 
without a Prieft, becavfe he only can confecrate the Elements ; he 
anfwers, that the only Sacrifices of our Religion are Prayers, Praifes 
and Thanksgivings, which every one of the Congregation offers up 
for himfelf; that every one as well as the Minifter does equally apply 
the Bread and Wine to the fame Holy and Spiritual Ufe,in commemo- 
tating the Benefitsreceived by our Saviour,and in offering up the fame 
Prayers, and defiring the fame Bleffings; and that whoever does this 
with a due Application of Mind, rightly confecrates the Elements for 
himfelf, this being the only Confecration they are capable of, and any 
thing further being rather Conjuration than Cenfecration. “ A Pretence 
© to a Priefthood ( fays be) or Sacrificer, not in common to all Chri- 
“ ftians, is no fmall piece of Prieltcraft, to prevent which, the new 
© Teftament, when it applies Prieft or Sacrificer to Chriftians, which 
* is not above twice, applies it to them in general, as being all alike 
‘ concern’d in offering up the Sacrifices of the Chriftian Religion. 
“And yet what abfurd and fenfclefs Notions do not only the Popip, 
* but other High-Churchmen maintaia about this plain and fimple 
* Inftitution, in order to make themfelves Priefts in a peculiar and 
® real manner?” 

The next Head our Author enters upon, is the Clergy’s claiming 
“as peculiar to themfélves, and asa part of their Divine JurifdiGion, 
the reproving or rebuking of People ; which, he fays, is the common 
tot only Right but Duty of all,even of Inferiors with refpect to Supe- 
riors, obferving the Rules of Decency. ‘ For inftance, (adds he) 
« I, tho’ with all Humility, rebuke the Clergy for thus grofly impo. 
* fing upon the Laity ; and this 1 am bound to do, according to the 
* Divine Precept, which fays, Thou fhalt in any wife rehuke thy Brother 
* ad not fuffer Sin upon him, and yet 1 pretend no Jurifdictiog ovet 

em. 3 

The reft of this Third Chapter is imployed in difplaying the In+ 
conveniencies arifing from the Power of the Prieft, fuch as Bigotry, 
Want of Charity, Difcouragement of all: Vertue and Morality, the 
utter confounding of all thofe Duties we owe to one another, 
implacable Hatred between Chriftians, &c. which Milchiefs, he fays, 
are unavoidable as long as any befides moral Caufes are allowed 
to be Subject to the judicial Cognifance of human Powers, or as long 





_ asthe Clergy by Excommunication or otherwife, can oblige the Mag 





trate or any of his Subjects totreat tho who differs from ’em,in what 
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relates only to God and their own Confciences,with the leat Unkind- 
nefs or Partiality. ‘ And tho’ only an Infpir’d Writer could exprefs 
‘ Cas our Athor) how happy, upon the removal of thefé curfed Ef- 
* fects of Prieftcraft, the reviv'd Spirit of Chriftianity would render 
“ its numerous Votaries ; yet every one who knows any thing of that 
* great Love, Benevolence, Gentlenefs, Meeknefs, Moderation, and 
* all fuch like Vertues, which our Religion ( Pathetically recommends, 
* muft needs perceive that their Happinefs would be as compleat as 
* Human Nature, exalted to the higheft pitch of Perfe€tion,was capa 
* ble of ; and fo much the greater, as it freed ’em from that extreme 
; Mifery, to which Prieftcraft in moft places had fo long Subjected 
em. ' 

In. the fourth Chapter we are taught, that ’tis inconfiftent with the 
Defign and End of Ecclefiaftical Government,that there fhould be any 
particular immutable Form of itor that any Set of Perfons fhould have 
an unalterable Right to it; but that every Community is obliged, ac- 
cording to the Circumftances they are under, to alter and vary all 
things relating to it,as they judge moft conducing tothe End for which 
that was inftituted. : . 

To make this out, he obferves, that the Ends of Religion are the 
Honour of God and Good of Mankind; and that Ecclefiaftical Difci- 
pline, being only the Means, and confequently obligatory for the fake 
of the End only, ought not to be continually the fame, but to undergo 
from time to time fuch Alterations as are beft fuited to the Ends it was 
inftituted for. He fets forth, that it muft frequently happen, efpe- 
cially in a Religion defign’d to laft to the End, as well as to reach 
to the utmoft Bounds of the World, that no particular form of Eccle- 
fiaftical Difcipline, can be fo proper at all times as fome other ; That 

then, not to alter that which is lefs conducive,nay, perhaps prejudicial, 
is to make Ends give place to Means; That confequently the only way 
to prove this or that Form of Ecclefiaftical Difcipline, in this or that 
Place, to be Divine, is to fhew that ’tis there the fitteft for the End it 
was defigned to promote. And that when any Circumftances happen 
which caufe Means to lofe the Fitnefi,they had before ; God, by cau- 
fing thofe Alterations, does as much take off their Obligation, astif he 
had exprefly declared it, fince A@ts do as fully exprefs the Mind as 
Words ; And in fine, that if God himfelf did not command whatfo- 
ever thofe Circumftances, he had placed us in, require, it would be 
impoflible to prove there was any fuch Law as that of Nature, fince 


that confitts in nothing clfe than acting according ed cra hogar 
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ces Men are in, with Relation to God and one another, and confe- 
quently to be unalterably tyed up to any particularForm of Ecclefiafti- 
cal Difcipline, is inconfiftent with the Law of Nature and the infinite 
Wifdom of God,which requires Means moft adapted to the Ends they 
are defign’dto promote. . _~ : 
He reprefents That the firft Chriftians could not be confin'd to any 
one Form of Difcipline, efpecially when under Perfécution; That if 
Bifhops (for inftance) had been only to of governing the pri- 
mitive Church, the very imprifoning of them would have deftroyed 
the Church ; That in all fuch cafes no Church can be fafe without 
being at Liberty to att in things of this Nature, asthey fee occafion ; 
That the Circumftances of a few private Chriftians,form’d into particu- 
lar Congregations, independent of one another, as at firft, and thofe of 
the now National Churches, being fo very different, muft require a 
very different Polity: And that tho’ God defires Gofpel-Churches in 
all Countries, yet he does not defign they fhould in the leaft be pre- 
judicial to the Civil Polity; which would be unavoidable, if uponfip. 
pofition.of a National Church, the Form of it’s Government was not 
to be fitted’and accommodated to the Model of the Civil Govern. - 
ment. : | 
He offers further to this purpofe, That the Reformers did wifely 
when they turn’d out the Bifhops, in altering the Form of Church 
Government, leaft the People fhould have thought they only found 
fault with their Bifhops to get into their Places;That the firft Chriftian 
Churches were form after the manner of the Fewifo Synagogues, in 
order to bring the Fews over to Chriftianity ; That the Alterations 
afterwards made in Matters of ae ee were defigned to bring 
the Heathens into the Church, and fo. were accomodated as much as 
could be to their Cuftoms and the Model of their Civil Polity ; ‘That 
all others ought to act after the fame manner, and not prejudice an 
Nation againft the Chriftiah Religion, by endeavouring to oberaide 
on *em a Church Government to which they are averfe; And That a 
Government forced on People, can't do fo much good, as one they 
have a kindnefé for. | . 
As to the unalterable Right belonging folely to a particular Set of 
Men to exercife Ecclefiaftical Offices and manage the Ecolefafticql 
Difcipiine (by which oar Author all along means all things relating to 
the Government'and Polity of the Church ;) As to that, I fay, he ar- 
gues, That if there were any fuch thing, “twould be no lefs than: Sa- 
<tilege in others to preach the Gofpel to Heathens, or to form ’em 
into 
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into a Church 3 nay, it would bea Sin in Infidels to incourage fuch 
Sacrilegious Attempts by being converted and baptized by "em: ‘That, 
by this. Doctrine, fhould a Parcel of Lay Chriftians be caft on a Land 
which had no Communication with any Chriftian Country, ‘twou'd 
be unlawful for ‘em not only to Preach the Gofpel'to the Infidels, but 
to form themfelves into a Church, becaufe none among ‘em has a 
Right publickly to fay Prayers, or Adminifter the Sacraments, the 
ot being a Profanation of the holy Ordinances; nay. tho’ 
they had Priefts among them, if only Bifhops can make Priefts, they 
upon their Death muft ceafe to be a Church; nor could their Children 
be intitled to any of the Advantages of Chriftianity, tho’ they liv'd 
ever fo religioufly. 
“If it be granted (fays our Authowr) that in fuch cafes Laymen 
* may exercifé the Ecclefiaftical FunGtion,—— it proves there's fothing 
* im that Fun@tion, of which every Chriftian provided of Abilities, is 
* not capable : Since a mere Negative ; the Abfence of Priefts, can- 
* not cfeate anew Right, but calls People to the Exercife of a Right 
* which was in them before To fay, the pureft Faith, the 
* foundeft Doétrine, and the moft exemplary Life, avail not to 
* the Health of Mens Souls without this or that Set of Ecclefiafticks, 
* is as abfurd as to fixppofe that wholfome Meat will not nourifh the 
© Body, becaufe the Cook who dreft it was not made one with fuch 
* Formalities. ———— As the fole End and Defign of the Miniftry is 
* the Propagation of the true Faith, and wholefome Doétrine; fo 
* where thefe are Taught and Preach'd, there muft be a true Mi- 
© ‘niftry and a true Church; which the Food of Life will nou- 
* rith, from what Hand foever it comes; ——— Tho’ it be Cuftoma- 
* ry to admit none tothe Miniftry, who have not the* Approbation 
* of the Clergy, yet that is only a Truft they receive from the Church, 
* which fhe is bound to reaflume, when fhe finds they betray their 
* Truft,and will only ordain Enemies to the Truth; unlefs that muft 
* give place toa thing which could be inftituted for no other End 
© than the Prefervation of Truth. And therefore thofe Priefls who 
© make the Church to depend on their Miniftry, by Chriftianity 
* mean only themfélves and their own Power. Bur if Means mutt 
* give place to Ends, and Religion and the Good of the Church be 
* prefer'd before the Power of any Set of Ecclefiafticks, the People 
* muft havea Right to make and unmake Minifters, as they ju ge 





* moft convenient for the End the Miniftry was defigned. 
vF the End of the Miniftry is the Good of the Church or People, 
* that neceflarily infers they have a Right to judge when they 
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* their Good ; which would be to no fe if they had not 4 Pow- 
¢ er, asin all fuch Cafes, to place or difplace’em, as they judge their 
* own Good requires. And nothing can be more inconfiftent with 
© the Good of the Church, than to fuppofe their Minifters act inde- 
© pendently ; fince then they have no hopes of any redrefs, unlefs 
© they whofe Temporal Intereft chiefly confifts in Lording, and 
* Domineering over God’s Heritage,will reCtify the Abufes they have 
¢ introduced into the Church for the fake of their own Advantage. 
‘ And nothing can be moreevident than that too many of the Clergy 
© prefer theit own Temporal Intereft before the Eternal Good of 
® Men’s Souls; fince when theDifpute is only about the Mode of Church 
© Government, they would rather a Man fhould continue with them 
© tho’ ever fo wicked, than become ever fo Religious by leaving their 
* Communion ; and therefore are for ufing Awes and Bribes to bring 
* Men, tho’ againft their Conftiences, into their own Churches, ’ 

Our Author has in this Chapter many other Particulars againft the 
peculiarity of Ecclefiaftical Offices as lodgd in the Clergy, which | 
we have not Room totake in. The Tenour of the Difcourfe turns 
upon this, that every one is bound to do all he can for the faving a- 
nother’s Soul, and therefore moft things which the Clergy are . 
obliged to perform are the Duty of every Man: and tho’ there fhould 
be fome things, which, confidering the prefent. Circumftances, could 
not conveniently be left incommon, yet that’s for order-fake only, 
and not on the account of any peculiar Spiritual Power or Privileges 
which thofe who are fet apart forthe doing them, have from Heaven, 
Gey a ane Circumftances are bound to pea ys 

As for the remaining Chapters, we gave in our ournal a 
neral account of their Contents ; and now to defcend oe Par 
ticulars, would be unfuitable so our Defign and wontedMethod. 
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ee REED. 


A Charge of Here{}, maintain'd againft Mr. Dodwel’s late Epiftolary Dit. 
courfe, concerning the Mortality of the Soul. By way of Addrefi ta 
the Clergy of the Church of England. Laying open bu Oppofition to the 
receiv d Creeds, and his Falfification of al Sacred and Profane Antiquity. 
By Edm: Chifhull, B.D. late Chaplain at Smyrna, and Fellow of 

* C.C.C. Oxon. London Printed for Samuel Manfhip, ae the Ship 
near the Royal-Exchange in Cornhill, 1706. 800 Pages 238, be- 
Sides Preface and Contents, | 


—_— 


H E Book now before us is the firft part of a Difcourfe in op- 
pofitionto Mr.Dodwell’s Doétrine of the Mortality of the Soul ; 
the Author defigning to publifh the fecond in due time. , 

As for Mr. Dodwell’s Epiftolary Difcourfe, wherein that Doétrine is 
advanc’d, we gave an Abftra¢t of it in one of our former Journals. 
However, that the Reader may at one View take the ftate of the 
Controverfy, we fhall here infert the chief Articles of Mr. Dodwell’s 
Hypothefis as they are drawn out in‘few Words by Mr, Chifbull, bee 
fore he launches into the Difcourfe. 

Mr. Dodwell’s Book bears this Title. An Epiftolary Difcourfe, 
Proving from the Scriptures, and firft Fathers, that the Sou isa Prin- 
ciple naturally Mortal; but Immortaliz’d aCtually by the Pleafure of 
God to Punifhment, or to Reward, by its Union with the Divine 
_ Baptifmal Spirif. Wherein is proved, that none have the Power of 
giving this Divine Immortalizing Spirit, fince the Apoftles, but only 
the Bifhops. Lond. 1706. ; 

This Title he pretends to juttify by diftinguifhing betwixt Sou! and 
Spirie, and, (as a confequence thereof ) by dividing all Mankind into 
Pfichicaland Pneumatical, ¢.e. into Animal and Spiritual, according to 
this clear View, which may here be taken ‘of his Hypothefis: oz, 

1. That the Soul of Man (if confidered without any new Indul- 
gence, beyond what it receiv'd at its Creation) is naturally Mor- 
tal, 

2. That by Vertue of a Divine Pnoé’ (i.e. that Breath of Life 
which God breathed into Adam's Noftrils) the Soul is however qua- 


lified for the Privilege of Immortality. 


1 iti 3. That 
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3, That the Soul thus qualified, is farther capable of receiving & 
Divine Pneuma, (or Spirit) by which, as by a new and adventitious 
Principle, fuch particular Souls, as fhall receive it, are aftually Im- 
mortaliz’d. 

4. That this Poe (or Breath) is common to every Man, from the 
time of his firft natural Formation ; but that the Pneuma (or Spirit) 
can now be conveyed. no otherwife, fince the Promulgation of the 
Gofpel, but by Chriftian Baptifm. Al A RWEANS 

5. That tis ‘not'all Baptifm that is capable of conveying the Di- 
vine Immortalizing Spirit, but fuch only as is adminiftred in Communi- 
on with the True Bifhop. | 

6. That as for thofe who never receive this Immortalizing Spirit, by 

reafon of their having liv’d under an abfolute Ignorance of the Gofpel, 
their Souls, do fometime or other, actually fall under Annihilation, and 
their Bodies have no fhare in the Refurrection of the Dead. 
' 7, That as for thofe who (tho’ acquainted with the Gofpel, yet) 
never receive the Immortalizing Spirit, by reafon of any Negle& or 
Irregularity, particularly the want of Epifcopal Communion, or of 
Communion with the Trve Bifhop,their Souls are not indeed fuffer'd to- 
fall under Annihilation, but are Immortalized, by the extraordinary 
Pleafure and Power of Almighty God, to Eternal Punifhment. 

Mr. Chifhul?s whole Difcourfe is to confift of five Chapters,the firft 
three of which are contain‘d: in the Book now before us ; the remain- 
ing Two being the Subjet of a Second Part not yet publifhed. Hows 
aly the Author has here given us the Plan of the whole, which is 
as follows. ve 


Chap. I. By way of Introduction: Containing fome general’ Re- 
fle€tionson the Novelty,. the Otcafion. and the Mifchief,’of Mr. 
Dodwell’s Epiftolary Difcomfe; with the State and Divifion of his Hypo- 
thefis, and atriple Charge of Herefj then form’d againft it, as contra- 
ry to the received Doétrine of the Church ; to the Tradition of the 
firft Fathers ; and to the Tenour of the Holy Scriptures. : 


Chap. IL Proving the Charge of Heref againft Mr. Dodwel's Epiftolary: 
Difcourfe; Firlt,-as it derogates from the known Belief of the Church 
concerning the Univerfality of the Refurre¢tion, and the Everlafting 
Exi(tence of all Human Souls : And Secondly, as it oppofes the Church. 


in the Controverfy that has been long fettled:concerning the ‘Validity 


of Chriftian Baptifm in feparate Communions: Concluding’ with a 
Detection from what Source this Herefj is borrowed, 
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Chap. III. Continuing the fame Charge of Heref againft this m- 
piftolary Difcourfe, as contrary to the ‘Fradition of the Firft Fathers - 
With an Aggravation of this Charge by Mr. Dodwel’s injurioufly 
mifreprefenting their Opinions, in favour of what he advances con- 
cerning the Soul's Natural Mortality. 


Chap. IV. Continuing the fame Charge of Herefy againft this Epi- 
frolary Difcourfe, as contrary to the Tenour of Holy Scripture ; with 
the like Aggravation of that Charge, by Mr. Dodwell’s torc’d Inter- 
pretation of the Divine Oracles, and his ftraining them to reprefent the 
Soul as a Principle naturally Mortal. 


Chap. V. By way of Conclufion: Shewing the Traces of Mr. 
Dodwell's Notions in fome trifling Remains of Antiquity, and the 
heinoufnefs of -his forming thefe into a pompous Hypothefis ; in order 
to Unchurch the greateft part of Chriftianity, and to magnifie the 
Pretenfions of his Schifm. | 


After the Conclufion of the Third Chapter we have Annotations 
for the further clearing or confirming of fome foregoing Paflages in 
this Difcourfe ; which for more Brevity or better Order had been omit- 
ted in the Work it felf. 

As for the more particular Contents, our Learned Author having 
drawn them out himfelf and prefented themto the World along 
with the ‘Difcourfe it felf, we can’t entertain the Reader better than 


by tran{cribing them. 


Chap. I. Or Introduction: Mr. Dedwel’s Hypothelis, tho’ in 
it felf ftrange and furprizing, is yet to be accounted for, from the 
Character of his Writings, and from the natural tendency of his Schifm, 
(§. 1, 2.) ?Tis not to be palliated by any Pretence of Piety or Learn- 
ing, (3°) But on thofe Accounts rather to be oppoféd more zealoufly, 
(4.) Its Mifchiefs are briefly hinted, (5.) and compared with Opini- 
ons of other Men, always cenfur'd as prejudicial to Religion, (6, 7.) 
An Accufation is now brought againft it as Heretical, (8.) To pre- 
vent which, being fruftrared by Evafions, his Ayporbefis is clearly tta- 
ted, and reduc’d to feven Propofitions, (9, 10.) The laft of thefe is 
obferv'd to be uncharitable beyond expreffion, and to fall in with the 


Pretences of the Donatifts, (11, 12-) But the Gx firlt are now divi- 
liii 2 | ded 
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_ ded into primary and fecondary Affertions: of which the fecondary are’. 


to be incidentally confider'd; but the primary ones, relating to the Con- 
dition of the Soul, to be attack'd directly by a triple Charge of Here- 
fy: (13,14,15,16.) ie. Fix, as contrary to feveral Forms of 
Faith, allowed by the concurrent. Confent of all Churches in the 
World.(17.) Secondly, ascontrary to the Tradition of the pureft 
Antiquity, and that in the Judgment of thofe very Fathers, to which: 
Mr. Dodwell has apeal’d. (18) Thirdly, as contrary to the clear and: 
uncontelled Dottrine of Holy Scripture, tho’ ftrain’d and tortur'd by 
Mrs,.Dodwell to the contrary purpofe (19.). 


Chap II. That the Soul in general is Mortal 3 that any particular Sonls 
floall ever aétually die, or any Bodies never rife from the Dead, are Hereti- 
cal Opinions, bar-d by the careful Provilion of the: Church in its Forms 
of Faith, or in its.occafional Cenfures of thof2, and: other parallel In- 
novations, (§.1.) They are derogatory: to one. Antient Creed, 
regiftred by St. Inenew, and another by Tertullian, (2.) to the intent 
and receiv'd Expofition of the Apoftles Creed, (3.) tothe plain ex- 
preffion of the African, the Hierofolomitan and the Conftantinopolitan 
Creeds, (4.) but more notorioufly tothe ample Profeffion of that 
called the Athanafian, (5, 6.). The fame Opinions are liable to feveral 
known Cenfures of the Church: that particularly publifhed againft 
the Arabian Herefy, (7.) that likewife of the eight Seffion in the laft 
Lateran Council, (8.) and that contained in two Articles of the Church 
of England under K. Edv. 6. (9.): They are farther liable to another 
fort = Herefy, asby diftinguilhing betwixt a Catholick and Schifma- 
tical Baptifm ; they allow to the former a Vertue of immortalizing 
Souls ; but deny the fame Vertue to the latter, and. fo (contrary to 
the repeated: Decifions of the Church) make the former a valid,. but 
the latter an invalid Baptifm, (10,11, 12, 13.) The hints and 
fupports of thefe Opinions are borrow’d from Socinus, betwixt whom. 
and Mr. Dodwell, there now follow feven exact parallels, (14, 15.) 
For Mr. Dodwel's Epiftolary Difcourfe agrees with that of Socinm de 
Mortalitate youn Hominis, in denying the Soul's Natural Mortality, 
(16,) in athrming the aCtual Death of Souls unacquainted with the 


Gofpel, (17.) in a fubtil Evafion or .a direSt Dehance of the Con- 
fequences chargeable on their Doctrine, (18.) in the ftrange notion 
of, a Proclamation publifh’d againft the Devil, (19.) inthe Explicar 
tion of the feveral Scriptural Proofs brought for the,Confrmatian 4 
| thele . 
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thefe Opinions, (20.) in the Pelagian Pofition of Man being crea- 
ted neceffarily Mortal, (21.) and laftly, in the whole Socinian Hy 
thefis, concerning the Nature and Condition of the Soul, (22.) After 
which follows a Recapitulation of the materials of this Chapter, (23.) 
and an Obfervation on that Contagious Herefy into which Mr. Dod: 
wel {eems to be, not unjuftly, fall’a. ' 


Chap. Ill. The Queftion concerning the Soul’s Natural Mortality, 
is examined by the Tradition of the pureft Antiquity, more particu- 
larly as it isto be collected from thofe Authors, that have been al- 
we by Mr. Dodwel, (§. 1.) This is introduced with a Confideration 
of the Hellenif? Fews and Platonifts, and a Proof that they not only 
believed the Soul naturally Immortal,but that their Terms and Notions 
were a good: Ground-work for the like Sentiments in the Church, 
(2,3, 4, §-) The-Heathen Theology is likewife vindicated from its 
being thought favourable to the Soul’s Natural Mortality, (6, 7.) 
This premis’d,the Caufe-is put upon an Appeal to the Teltimony of 
the Chriftian Fathers,and firft of all, to that of S.fu/tin Martyr, (8.) 
He is confidered as having been before mifreprefented in this point, 
more particularly by Stephen Gobar,am Ancient Heretick, who has fur- 
nifhd us beyond expectation, with fome particular Thoughts and 
Expreffions of Mr. Dodwel, (9.) The Paflages urg’d from Fu/tin 
Martyr, are found only in a fhort Epifode of his, wrote by way of 
Dialogue betwixt himfelf, as a Novice, and a Genius, as his Inftructor 
in Religion. But the Caution there given againft applying the Word 
Gi Sdvellos, i.e. Immortal, to the Soul, is to prevent its being believ’d 
d@yivw]os, or increate, for that thofe words were confignificant in fome- 
Authors, and the Soul really taughtto be dyévilos 4 a&Savalos, 4. ee. 
innata &9 eterna, or Increate as: well as Immortal, by the Platonifts, 
and other Heathen Sects, (10, 11.) & Ymbrioxsy wages ras uxas,, 
conftrued, (in oppofition to Mr, Dodwel) shat Souls do not altogether 
die, agreeably to mon omnis moriar in Horace, and the Phrafeof }ux2, 
mion, i.e. the whole Soul, as it occurs.in our prefent. Author, and in 
Lattantius, (§. 12. t0 becompared with §. 4,1, and Annoe. IIL) S. Fu- 
frin’s other Explications.of himfelf are~conceal'd induftrioufly by Mr. 
Dodwel, (13, 14-) Nay, the words of the Novice are put upon ‘us for: 
thofe of the Genius in this Dialogue, and the P/atonick Death of Souls 
grofly miftaken for their Annihilation, (15.) This is compar'd. with 
Gobar’s like treatment of S. Fuftin, and Photius’s Vindication is.al- 
leg'd.in his behalf, (16.) Thus much in anfwerto Mr. Dodmel, 4 

. which: 








Paffages,and paffing by others that are decilive of the Queftion,(4.5,46, 
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which firecéed feveral'clear Teftimonics of S. Fu/tin. afferting not 
only that the Soul is of its own Nature Immortal, but that ‘tis fach 
by vertue of its Creation, (17, 18, 19,20.) The appeal is continu’d 
by Mr. Dodwel to the Teltimony of Tatian the Heretick; of which 


an Advantage is duly taken, and tho’ they agree, not fo much in 
their Opinion, as Defign, yet the Guilt thereof is chargeable upon 
Mr. Dodwe!, who would have pleaded that Heretick as a Primitive 
Authority, (21, 22.) His next Author is S. Ireneus, in his Diflertae 
tions on whofe Works Mr. Dedwel has before laid the Grounds of 
this Opinion, (23.) Bat this Father at large afferts the Soul’s Natu- 
ral Immortality : and by a ftrange mixture of Miftake and Fallacy, 
is intirely miffeprefented by Mr. Dodwel. (24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29.) 
Next to the Depravation of Ireneus,a very foreign and improper Sen- 
tence is quoted by Mr. Dedwel from <Arhenagoras, (30.) but feveral 
pertinent ones are now added, to prove that he thought all Human 
Souls to be created of an Immortal Subflance, (31.) A Paflage of 
Theophilus Antiochenus, concerning the middle State in which the whole 
Man was-at firft created, is prepofteroufly urg'd by Mr.-Dodwel, in 
this Difpute about the State of the Soul, (32, 33.) and a Teftimo- 
ny of the fame Author, when fpeaking diftin&ly of the Soul, is per- 
verted by him, (24.) Tertullian protefts moft follicitoufly, that what- 
ever he has faid of the Materiality of the Soul, he yet holds it to 
be indivilible and indiffoluble, and (whatever becomes of his other 
Cpiniens) Naturally Immortal. He is for’ this Reafon thereforea 
firmer Witnefs of the Soul’s Immortality, than if he had held nothing 
that feem’d to clath with fucha Dottrine, (25, 36, 37.) Some-Fi- 
gurative Expreflions of S. Cyprian, concerning our new Birth by 
Baptifin, are ftrain’d by Mr. Dodwel in favour of an adfcititious Ba- 
ptifmal Spirit ; but the remarkable filence of S, Cyprian concerning fo 
great and fo myfterious a Priviledge, argues it a meer fition: other- 
wife he would have largely pleaded it againft the Novatian Schifin, 
(38.) The crude Unchriftian Opinions of : Arnabius, wrote while he 
was {till an Heathen, are to be charg’d as fo much Herefy upon Mr. ° 
Dodwel, and notfet up (as he defires) for-an Example of Catholick 
Authority, (39.) Mr. Dodwel has given a Genuine In{tance of his own 
Reafoning, by his violent mifrepreféntation of Lactansius.; an Author 
not more famous for his Eloquence, than for his Defence of the Soul's 
Natural Immortality, (40,41, 4.2, 43, 44.) He deals, at laft, no 
lef Injurioufly with S. Achanafius, fallifying his Opinion from Foreign 
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47,48.) He pleads S. Athanafins in like manner for his diftin@ion 
between Soul and Spirit, tho’ thar diftinction was now quitted by him 
and others, in oppofition to the pollinarian Herefy, (4.9, 50.) The 
Appeal is now closd with a Rule of Vincensius Lirinenfis, together with 
an Aggravating circumftance of Mr. Dodwels Herefy, (51.) Other 
Authors not appeal’d to by Mr. Dodwel, atte{t the Soul’s Natural 
Immortality, and are, in that point, of equal Authority with thofe 
who preceded them, (52.)The Ground-work of Mr. Dodwel's Hy- 
 pothefis, fo unknown to the, firft Catholick Doétors, agrees too 
notorioufly: with the Guofticks, and other Hereticks of that Age, (53, 
54.) ”Tis likewife parallel to fome other of his ftrange ProduCtions, 
(55.) And needs nothing but its own Unteafonablenet to explode it 
(56.) The foregoing Difpute, which has been all along humbly fub- 
mitted to the Judgment P our Superiors in the Church, concludes at 
length with three fhort Reflections addreft to Mr. Dodwel. 


The Reader will readily obferve from the Title, thatthis Difcourfé 
. is more particularly addrefs’d to the Clergy, for which our Learned 
Author gives in the following Reafon, Ssthstt | 
“ I look upon this Debate to be: fo purely ~ Theological in all its 
** Branches, and the Doétrine of the Sou/ in General to be fo ftridly 
“ their Province, to whom the Care of particular Souls’ is committed 
** by Almighty God, that, tho’ tis made Publick to all thofe who 
“ fhall think it their concern, yet I have addrefs'd it more particu- 
“ larly tothe Judgment of my Superiors in the Church. For by 
** this means one unfeafonable Trouble which this Controverfy has 
** now given to the World, may be confin’d to the Enquiries of 
© thofe Men, who are to watch againft every Shipwrack’of our - 
‘¢ Faith, and. to ward off all pernicious Blows that thus threaten the: 


© whole Fabrick of Religion. 
To this we fhall add the Character given of Mr. Dodwe/ by our: 


Author, in the following Words. . 

As for that Painful Layman who has engaged the Church in 
“ this Difpute, his Modefty will, I hope, excufe me, if I have 
“ expreft my felf fomewhat freely concerning the Size of his 
“ Judgment and Underftanding ; and if I rank him only in that 
“lower Clafs of Learned Men, who are indeed fitted for the. 
collecting of Materials, but are unqualified to judge rightly 
* of and to reafon upon. what they fhall Collet. Yet ’tis nor: 


* becaufe I would detra&t from any Degree of Reputation He may 
" : 
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* claim: "Tis becaufe I would leffen that Authority under which 
“© He propogates his Errors.; and becaufe I think Mankind to have 
“ a fairer Right to Truth, than He-to ‘that Chara@ter, in which he 
“ Glories, by a falfe and miftaken Learning. But if it fhall be the 
“ Fortune of this Difcourfe, to give that Idea of our Adverfary’s 
¢¢ Abilities, which I have long {ince entertain’d from the Strain of 
“* all his Writings; Nothing will thereafter be believd, becaufé 
“ produced by Mr. Dodwel: but. on the contrary, it will be quefti- 
© on’d for that-wery Reafon; and will be fufpected of Hetero- 
“© doxy, Novelty, and Singularity, till ic has been fubmitted to 


“€ the common Teft of Truth, and warranted by the Impartial Ver- 
“© di& of Reafon and Religions 
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A new Ecclefiaftical Hiftory of the Sixteenth Century: Volume the Second. 
C. ontaining an Impartial and Succin&t Hiftory of the Council of Trent. 
The State of Religion in England, France, Italy, Germany, Hunga. 
ry and other pares of Chriftendom in the latter part of this Age. Synod? 
and Ecclefiaftical Affemblies beld in that time. The Succeffions of the Popes. 
The Inftitutions of Religious Orders, And the Lives and Writings of the 
Ecclefiaftical Authors. Written in French ty Lewis Ellies du Pin, 
Doétor of Sorbonne, and Regius Profeffor of Philofophy. 

Englifloed with gredt Fidelity, Revifed and Improved with Additional Anno- 
tations, by a Learned Divine of the Church of England. | 

London, Printed for A. and J. Churchil at rhe Black-Swan in Pater« 
Nofter-Row, and Tim. Child at the White-Hart at the Welt- 
End of St, Paul’s-Church-Yard. 1706. Folio, Pages 619: befides 


Prefaces, Contents, and feveral large Tables. 


HE Learned Dr. du Pin, having in feveral preceding Volumes 
_ (fafficiently known to the Learned World) carried the Hifto- 
ry of the Church, thro its feveral Centuries down ‘to the Sixteenth ; 
divides his Hiftory of the Sixteenth into two Volumes, the 
firft of which appear’d in  Englifo a confiderable'time ago, extene 
ding from the Year rjoo to 154.5 in which the Council of Trent’ 
‘was opened. And this our Second Volume now before us, continues 
the Hiltory of the Church from’ the Calling of that Council: to the 
Conclufion of the Gentury; which will foon be followed with the 
Hiftory of the feventeenth Century, which will compleat the great 
Work that he undertook near twenty ‘Years ago, 
“The Englifh Tranflation of this Volume was-revisd and improved 
with Additional Annotations, by the Reverend Mr. Woeton ; as well as 
the Firft Volume of this Century; and the four firft Volumes of the 
Bibliotheca reaching to the End of the fifteenth Century; only the 
laf of thefé four Volumes he did not look over till after the firft Im- 
preffion was fold off. “As to the reft of the Work before the begin 
ning of the Sixteenth Century he had no Concern with it.. 
"The Editors of this: Volume take oocafion — the Publick, 
in Mr. Wotton’s Name, that the Copy of the Verfion of the Arch- 
Bithops of Paris's Cenfure of Mr. du Pin, which was lately Printed 


under hi was publifhed without his Knowledge, and againft 
ere ee Cee 
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his Will: For that Verfion being made from a Manufcript Copy of 
that Cenfure, was very Faulty, and the Printed Copy was not then 
to be procur’d in England ; the Impreffion therefore of that Franflation 
which was intended to be prefix'd before the fourth Volume of this 
Hiftory, was ftopt, and had been deftroyed, if it could have been ree 
ae out of that: unhappy Man’s Hands, who was then concern'd 
in the publifhing of the Engli/h Edition of this Bibliotheca. 

The Volume we have now beforeus, is divided into three Books ; 
the Firft of which is the Third in order of the Sixteenth Century, 
and contains ‘the Hiftory of the Council of Trent, and of the things 
thar pafs'd in Europe relating to Religion, from the Calling of the Coun- 
cil,to the End. : 

The Fourth Book contains a Hiftory of what happened moft re- 
markable in Europe, relating to Religion, from the Conclufion. of the 
Council of Trent, to the End of the Century. 

The Fifth Book contains the Hiftory of the Ecclefiaftical Writers 
of the latter part of the Sixteenth Century, from the Year 1550 to 
the End of the Century. Thefe Ecclefiaftical Writers are 99 in num- 


' ‘ber, and a Lift of ’em is here fubjoyned to the Contents that ftand 


beforethe Book. Our Author acquaints us, that tho’ in this Province 
he has been obliged to make choice only of fome, he does not pretend 
that the Choice he has made of fome Authors fhould Prejudice others. 
He fets forth That ‘tis pare he may have omitted fome, who de- 
ferv'd to have been preferrd to fome of thofe that here find place; 
for, befides that, in this choice, he has followed his own particular 
Judgment and Inclination, which he does not propofe as a Rule to o- 
thers ; Chance andthe Eafinefs or Difficulty, of procuring Books, may 
have alfo had fome fhare in it. He does not think however, that 
he has omitted any very confiderable ones. 

After the Conclufion of the Fifth Book, at the End of this Voe 
lume are placed féveral very ufeful Tables; wiz. A Chronological 
Table of the Ecclefiaftical Hiftory from the Year 1550 to the Year 
1600. AChronological Table of Ecclefiaftical Authors. who 
dyed from the Year 1950 to the Year 1600, who are men- 
tioned in this Volume; and of their Works. A ‘Fable of the Works: 
of the Ecclefiaftical Writers, who died between the Years 15 5.0 and 
1600, difpofed-according to their Subjects. An Alphabetical Table 
of Ecclefiaftical: Authors, im the Sixteenth Century, mentioned in this: 
Volume. An Alphabetical Table of the Principal Matters, contain’d: 
ate Thniias Seah bola at Sh Vee A eee 
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Table of the Principal Matters contain’d in the Fifth Book of this 
Volume. _ 

Having thus given the general Order of the Book, we are now 
to deicend to fomething that’s more particular. The Subje&t of the 
Third Book (which ftands firft in this Volume) viz. the Hiftory of 
the Council of Trene with the Coincident Remarkables in Europe ; 
this, I fay, being a Subject fo confiderable and attended with fuch great 
Variety, our Learned Author look’d upon himfelf to be obliged to 
treat of it at full length; and therefore has not contented himéelf with 
fetting down the bare Decrees and Decifions of the Council, but has 
alfo entred into the Particulars of what pafs’d in thofe Congregations, 
in which thofé Decifions were prepared ; and has carefully eollected 
the Difputations of the Divines, the Opinions of the Prelates, the 
Difcourfes and Proteftations of the Ambaffadors of Princes; Letters 
Written by Popes, by Princes, and by Legates; and in a word, 
all the Particulars which are to be met with in Authentick Monuments, 
or are fet down in the Hiftorians of the Council. 

"The Exaétnefs and wonderful Impartiality of this Hiftory of the 
Council of Trent, is handfomely hinted at by the Tranflators; but 
before we tran{cribe their Words upon that Head, we fhall firft 

sepeat a few of our Authors Words as they ftand here Tranflated. 

© Every Body knows (fays Mr. du Pint that among thofe who 
* have written its Hiftory, Two are more efpecially Famous; who 
* have compos'd their Accounts with very different Views. The 
© firft is Father Paul a Venetian,of the rder of Servites, whofe Defign 
© feems to have been to difgrace the Court of Rome. Cardinal Pallg= 
© vicini is the other, who has taken the contrary part, and turns eve. 
* ry thing to the Advantage of that Court. But what is wonderful, 
¢ is, that thefe two Authors whofe Views are {0 oppolite, yer 
© generally in the fameFatts, though the Inductions they draw from 
© them, be directly contrary ; and one makes them ferviceable to des 
* bafe, the other to exalt, the Power of the Pope. “They both thew 
© that the Pope and his Legates, exercifed a great Authority in the 
© Council; bur then. the one would infer ftom therice, That the Coune 
© cil was not intirely free ; and the other makes ufe of it, to eftablith 
© the Pretenfions of the Court of Rome above Councils. One Labours 
© ro.render the Conduct of the Court of Rome odious by reprefenting it 
® as exercifing an unfupportable Dominion; the other feems tohave had 
© no.Aim,but to leflenthe Authority of the Council, by railing that 
€ ‘of;the Pope above the jult Bounds. “One ‘treats ‘the Divines and 
* Bifhops who were devoted to the Court of Rome with Scorn, and 
‘ | Kkkk 2 * mag- 
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magnifies the Opinions of thofe that were in the contrary Intereft ; 
the other paffes over the Opinions of thofe who were not favourable 
to the Pretenfions of the Court of Rome flightly, and féts down the 
Reafons of the Speakers of the other fide in their full Extent and 
Emphafis; in fhort, one blames, the other praifes, whatfoever 
comes from the Court of Rome. To conclude, as F. Paul undertook 
to attack the Court of Rome in every place, fo Palavicini made it 
his bufinefs.to thwart and confute him throughout; upon which’ 
account, the Hiftories of thofe Two Authors are filled with many 
ufelefs Reflexions and Difputes ; for our parts, we have kept our 
* félves to the Relation of certain Facts and have taken particular 
: ; care to avoid the Malignity of the one, and the Prejudices of the 


* other.” So far Mr. du Pin. 





The Editor of the Englifb Tranflation fpeaking in his own Name, 
exprefles himfelf thus; oie 
* Itis neceflary to acquaint the publick, that this Hiftory of the 
* Council of Trent has been compard with Father Pauls and Cardi- 
© nal Pallavicins’s Accounts of that Council; and after fuch a Com- 
* parifon not negligently made, we are able to attelt the faithfulnefs 
* of our Authors Relation. The Reafonings of thofe Prelates, the 
* Speeches of thofe Publick Minifters, and the Difputations of thofe 
© Doétors that Labour'd for Reformation, and that exclaim’d againft 
* the Corruptions of the Court of Rome, are neither fupprefsd 
* nor palliated ; and though his Refleétions upon the Debates and 
* Decrees of that Affembly are not fo long as Father Paul's; yet he 
* fays enough to convince every confidering Man, that the whole 
* drift of the Popes and their Agents in that Council, was to eftablifh 
© Tyranny andOppreffion by Craft and Fraud .He is f0 little afraid of 
* following Father Paul,that he copies Amelor De’ La Houffaye’s Verfion of 
© his Hiftory; which is a very faithful and a very Judicious one, very 
© often Blindfold, and as often where Pallavicing contradi&s him, 
* as where they agree. Nay, he fcruples not to follow Vargas, the 
* King of Spain’s Agent at Trent-and Rome; whofe Letters have’ as 
* yet been. publifh’d only by Proteftants, which are fharp Invectives 
* upon Julius III, and his Minifters at Trent. Several things alfo he 
* informs us of out, of MSS. with which the World before was 
© unacquainted ; fo that in the whole; this is the largeft and moft 
“© exaGt Account, of all that relates to the, pean of be 3 
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. Teetisiies of the Council of Tree, that has ever yet appea= 
* The Decrees alfo and Canons of that Council are fet down at 
length ; and there the Reader is defir’d to take Notice, that the 

French Text has been compar’d with the L atin Original, to which 
this T'ranflation has been adjufted 5 And therefore if any Man here- 
after fhall-have the Curiofity to compare this Verfion of the Decrees 
and Canons, of the Council of Trene with the French of Mon/: du 
Pin ; if he finds any Variation, let him recur to the Latin Copy of 
thefe Decrees and Canons: For that there is truly the Original,and 
as Authentick a one as the'Church of Romme can make it, 

* In the other parts of this Work,wherefoever our Author fpeaks of 
Men or things, he draws his Account from their own Hiftorians. 
In his Narration of the Englifo Reformation under Edward V1. 
and Queen Elizabeth, the Incomparable Hiftory of the Bifhop of 
Salisbury is his ‘Text ; when he {peaks of the Lutherans of Germany, 
the Caleinsfis of France, and Anti-Trinitarians of Poland, he ftill coe 
pies the Writers of thofe refpective SeCts ; tho’ here, as in all the 
precedent Volumes, he feldom quotes the Authors from whom he 
takes his Memorials. | e 

¢ The particular Ufefulnefs therefore ofthis Volume toa Prote- 
© ftant is evident. The Church of Rome is an United Body of great 
© Strength and Intereft ; It pretends to nothing lefs then Infallibility, 
* and to an immediate Title granted by Jefus Chrift, the true Head! 
© of his Church, to the Bifhops of Romeas his Vacars to govern the 
©Catholick Church. _ Nothing therefore could have been more 
¢ providential, than that the Hiftory of the. Council‘of ‘Trent which 
* brought Popery to the Form, in which we now fee it, thould firft 
¢ have been Writtenby a Man wholived and died in that Commu- 
© nion, and that in fuch a manner as a Proteftant would with to have 
‘ had it Written; that afterwards this Hiftory fhou'd have been 
© faithfully turned into.Frenob by a Profefs’d Roman Catholick ; and: 
¢ Jaft of all, that this Verfion fhou’d have been Copied by a Doctor 
© of the Sorbonne, and interwomen fo far as made for his purpofe into 
© his own Hiftory. ar 
_ © Now, chat ide Hiftory might be ufeful to thofe Gentlemen of 

© the Church of Rome, who though they will not, or rather dare: 
© not, readour Writings, yet will readily read what a ‘Doctor ‘ot 
 their.own has faid, care had been taken here, 'as- well ‘as‘ in the: 
* precedent Volume, that nothing fhould be added’ to, or-taken 
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: from, our Author's Text throughout this whole Work ; they havé 


. it as it firft appear’d, the Idioms of both Languages being allowed 


* for, and from the Paris Edition approved by Two Doétors of 
* Sorbonne, and ratified with the Royal Priviledge ; that fo they may 
* have no Sufpicions in the Judgments they fhall make concerning that 
* great Affembly. It would have been fairer indeed for our 
* Author to have own'd ingenuoufly from whence he takes his Me- 
© morials in every thing. But that perhaps, he durft not do; all 
© Men have not, as Father Paul faid of himfelf, the Spirit of Luther ; 





© and perhaps what Monfieur Du Pin fays, may do more good in 


© France whilft it appears as it does, than it could have done had 
€ the People known from whom he took h’s Authorities, ’ , 

The Third Book which contains the Hiftory of this Council of 
Trent, is drawn up in XXII Chapters, the Heads of which are as 
followeth. 


. Pg I. The opening of the Council. Hiftory of the firft four 
ions. : 

Chap. II. The Hiftory of what paffed in the fifth and fixth Seffi- 
ons, and in the Congregations which were held to prepare Matters 
for thofe Seffions. 

Chap. III. Hiftory of what pafs’din the Council, till it was re 
moved to Bononia. 

Chap. IV. The Hiftory of what pafled at Trene and at Bononia, 
from the.time that theTranflation of the Council was firft mentioned, 
until it was fufpended. 

Chap. V. Articles of the Interim, and of the decree of Reforma- 
tion publifhed by the Emperor. What pafs’d upon that tem 
Various Negotiations concerning the Council]. Conelufion of the 
Affembly at Bononia. Death of the Pope Pawi. III. 
ae VI. Ele€tion of ‘Fulias II. New Convocation of the Coun- 

at Trent. 

Chap. VII. Hiftory of Selfion XI, XII and XII of the Council of 
Trent. 

Chap. VIII. Hiftory of Seffion XIV concerning Penance ahd Ex- 


treme 


Ghap. IX. Hiftory of what paffed from Seffion XIV to the Sut 


.penfion: of the Council, 


Chap. X . Alteration of Religion under Edward.’ VI. in:England. 


‘Re eftablithment of the Catholick Religion under Queen May. 


Chap. 
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Chap. XI. Hiftory of what pafs’din Ikaly and Germany relatin 
Religion from the Sufpenfion of the Council, till osryad a 
ons made to renew it. 

Chap. XII. Negotiations concerning opening the Council. 

Chap. XIII. Hiftory of Difturbances concerning Religion, which 
happened in France: Of the Eftates at Orleans: Of the Colloquy and 
Afiembly at Poi. 

Chap. XIV. Opening of the Council. 

Chap. XV. Troubles of France by Wars of the Hugonots. 


Chap. XVI. Hiftory of what pafs'd in the Congreations and Seffi- 


ons of the Council to Seffion XXI. 
Chap. XVII. Hiftory of Seffion XXI. and of the Congregations 


preliminary thereunto. : 
Chap. XVIII. Hiftory of Seffion XXII. and of the Congregations 


preparatory thereunto. 
Chap. XIX. Hiftory of what pafs’d from Seffion XXII to Seffi- 


on XXIII. of the Council of Trene. 
Chap. XX. Hiftory of the Congregations of the Council of Trene 


from Seffion XXIII to XXIV. 

Chap. XXI. Hiftory of whar pafled from Seffion XXIV to 
the Conclufion of the Council. Decrees and Canons of Seffion XXV. 

Chap. XXII. Confirmation of the Council by the Pope. Recepti- 
on and Publication of its Decrees in feveral Kingdoms, France re- 
fufes to receive and publifh them. Pope’s and Clergy’s Sollicitations 
to have them received there, to no purpofe. Articles of the Council 
contrary to the Ufages of the Kingdom, and to the Liberties of the 


Galligan Church. ' 
The Pope’s Bull confirming the Decrees of the Council of Zrenr, 


fets forth,among other things, That every thing having pafsd fo unani- 


moufly in the Gouncil, it was plain this was the Lord’s doing ; 
iva : “ ecijal Decree defir'd that shew 


‘That the Council, havin a fp 
Decrees, made under his matty and that of his Predecefior, might 
be confirm’d ; and he wnderftanding they were all Catholick, ufe- 


full, and wholefome for all Chriftian People, he did confirm them in 
his fecret ConGftory, and does now confirm them by thefe Letters ; 
commanding ali Prelates to gaufe them to be obferv’d inviolably; con- 
juring the Emperor,Kings,Princes and Republicks,to affilt the Prelates 


in the Execution and Obfervation of thefé Decrees, and not to permit 
Holy Doétrine of the Council,to get admit- 


inions contrary to the eae. ; 
Mi into their Sates And that the Confufion, which might arife 


every one were at Liberty to interpret thef Decrees of the = 
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cil, may be avoided, he exprefly prohibits all Perfons, as well Ec. 
clefiaftical as Secular, to publifh any Commentaries, Glofies, Anno- 
tations or Intrepretations of thefe Decrees, even under a Pretence of 
giving them greater Force, and of facilirating their Execution : Wil- 
ling and requiring, that if there be any thing obfcure, and that 
needs to be explained and decided, Men fhould addrefs themfelves 
to the Holy Apoftolical See; and referving to himfelf a. Power of 
clearing the Difficulties which fhould arife upon that Subject, as the 
Holy Council Decreed. 

The Venetians were the firft that received and commanded the 
Execution of the Decrees of the Council of Trent. The King of 
Spain receiv'd “em in all his Dominions but not without fome Hel:tati- 
on upon the account of the Council's being clofed againft his Opinion, 
and with a Provifo to fave the Rights of the Prince and Kingdom. 
The King of Portugal received em without Scruple or Limitation ; 
and fo did Poland. The Proteftant Princes in Germany protefted a- 
gainft them. The Emperor and the Catholick Princes demanded 
the Liberty of the Cup and of the Marriage of Priefts, the firft of 
which was granted by the Pope under certain Conditions, but the 
latter denied. 

France never gave into the defire, that the Decrees of the Coun- 
cilmight be received; On the contrary, whatfoever Sollicitations 
the Popes made by their Nuncio’s, to caufe them to be receiv'd and 
publifhed there, the Kings of France would never receive or publi(h 
them in the Kingdom, {0 asto have the force ofa Law. ‘The Rea- 
fons given by Queen Catharine de Medicis for the Refufal, were, firft, 
becaufé it would provoke the Hugonots; and fecondly, becaufe the 
Council forbad Commendams and feveral other Cuftoms allowed in 
France. | 

The Emperor, the K. of Spain, and the Duke of Savoy joyned 
with the Pope in folliciting the King of France to receive them. ‘The 
Ditpute about the Precedence between the French and Spanifle Ambafla- 
dor, reviving at Rome, the Pope to obtain the Reception of the De- 
crees in France adjudged the Precedence to the French. And after- 
wards the Popes and the Bifhops of France made.frequent Attempts to 
get the Decrees received ; but the Kings, their Council, the Parlia- 
_ a Paris, and the States of the Kingdom always rejected that 
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Here our Author enumerates the particular Inftances of the fruie- 
lefs Demands of the Clergy of France, for obtaining the Reception of 
the Decrees of the Council of Trent ; for the general Affemblies of 
the Clergy of France always continued to demand of the King the 
Publication of ‘em, but were never able to obtain it. 

The Reafons for which they would never receive the Decrees 
of the Council or Treme in France, may be reduced to two Heads, 
Firft, The Attempt upon the JurifdiGtion of Princes and Magiftrates. 
Secondly, The Liberties of the Gallican Church. Here our Author 
enumerates the Principal Articles which {trike at thefé two Heads, 

the Repitition of which muft needs be acceptable to the Reader : 
only we muft premife, that the Tranflator for his own Juftification 
cautions the Reader, that the fubfequent citations of the Canons of 
the Councils are nor all right. 

The Priacipal Articles in which is pretended (fo our Author peaks) 
that the Jurifdiétion of Kings and Magiftrates is {truck at, and that 
the Council claimed an Authority toit felf; which did not belong tg 
it, are thefe. Sef? XXV.ch. 19. of Reformation, It forbids Duels; and 
at the fame time excommunicates Emperors, Kings and other Princes 
who fuffer them; and declares them depriv’d of the Right and Do- 
minion of the City, Caftle or other place, in which they fhall per- 
mit a Duel to be fought. Sef? XXIV. chap. 9. The Penalty of Excom- 
munication and Deprivation of Goods is alfo inflicted upon Kings, 
Sef. XXIV. The Council gives Bifhops a Power of punifhing Au- 

thors and Printers of Prohibited Books, and of laying a Pecuniary 
Fine upon them, Sef: V.ch. 1 of Reformnsion, and ch. 4. it injoyns 
Bifhops to force Ecclefiafticks, by depriving them of the Revenue of 
their Benefices. Seff.V. che 15. Sef? XVIIL ch. 8. and Sef? XXII. 
ch. 8. it gives the intire Difpofition ot Hofpitals to Bifhops. Sef? XIV. 
oh, 5. it takes away the Jurifdiction of the Confervators. Sef: XXI. ch.6, 
It allows Bifhops a Power of obliging Parifhoners to allow a Main- 
tenance to their Prielts. In the fame Seffon, ch. 4..and 8. it gives 
them, as Delegates of the holy See, a Power of Forcing Laymen, 
to repair Churches, and putting of Benefices under Sequeftration. Sef: 
XXIL ch. ‘Fo. It allows Bifhops to punith Imperial aud Royal Nota- 
ries, and to fufpend them from the exercife of their Function. — Sef 
XXII. ch. 6. It gives Bithops 2 Power to change Teftator’s Wills ; 
and ch. 7. it fays, that Appeals from the Temporal Judges of Bifhops, 
thall be cognizable before the ArchBifhops, Sef: XXIII ch. 6. It con- 
firms Pope Boniface VilIth’s Conftitution, by which, sonfured Clerks, 
provided they be not asic oe from Lay Jur emer 
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XXIV. cb, 1. of Matrimony, the Marriages of the Sons of the Family: 
under their Father's Power, made without their Parents confent, are 
declared Valid. tid. The. Council gives Bifhops a Power of punilhing : 
not only thofe that contract Clandeftine Marriages, butalfo the Wit- 
nefles that affifted. Iid. ch. 8» of Matrimony, Ordinaries areallolwd 
to banith Concubinaries, and to punifh them. even:more Severely. 
Ibid» ch. 25. of Reformation, The Council gives Bifhopsa Power to 
make Prebends, and to turn the whole into Diftributions. Sef: XXV. 
ch. 2. of Reformation, Ecclefiaftical Judges are permitted to caufe 
their Sentences againf{ Laymen to be executed, by feizing the 
Profits. of their Eftates, and even by Imprifonment of their Per- 
fons. Ibid ch. 8. The Council gives Bifhops a Power of conver- 


_ ting the Revenues of Hofpitals into otherufes. Ibid ch. 9. Cognifance 


of Right.of Patronage is given to Bifhops. 
© All thefé Decrees ( fays our Author) by. which the Council chal-- 

*- lenges to itfelf, or-to Bifhops, an Authority and a Jurifdiction over: 
© Bodies and Eftates, feem'd to the Magiftrates to be an Encroach- 
*- ment upon their Jurifdiftion. But that which fhock’d them moft, 
© was, that the Council feem’d to overturn the Liberties of the Gallic 
©. can.Church, and to deftroy its Principal Articles. The Superiority of 
‘- Councils above the Popes, is its Foundation. ‘This the Council not 
*-only did not-own, as the Councils of Conftance and Ba/il had: done, 
‘but it feems to have favoured the contrary Opinion, by Submitting - 
its Decrees, as it did the laft Sefion, to the Jadgment of the Pope, 
when it requires 2-Confirmation to be demanded from him, andde- 
clares (Seffion XXIV. ch. 21. of Reformation) that all the Decrees. 
of the Council ought to be underftood and explained, with a {a-. 
ving to the Authority of the-Holy Apoftolical See. 

© One of the Principal Articles of the Liberties of the Galican. 
Church, is the ancient Cuftom of Judging of Bifhops, this the Coun- 
cil of Tene has departed from, when it commanded that Criminal 
and Important Caufes againft Bifhops, even of Herefy, which de- 
ferves Deprivation of Dignity, fhould be heard, and judg’d by the 
‘Pope alone, exclufively of all others, Sef? XXIV. ch. 5. of Refor- 
mation, ‘This Practice is. abfolutely contrary to the Difpolition of 
‘the ancient Canons, and the Ufage- Authorifed in this Kingdom. Ir 
is contrary likewife to the Concordat, and the Laws of the King- 
* dom, which do not allow that any of the King’s Subjects-fhould 
: be compell'd to go in Perfon to plead out of his Dominions. ‘Sef, 
~VL cb. 1. of Reformation, The Council gives the Pope'a Power of 
* depofing Non-refident Bifhops and of putting others in aa 
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© This alfo is an Encroachment upon the Epifco Sep” 
€ Breach of the Concordat. Sef. XXIV. = st gr eed Mere * 
* faid, that fome Caufes ought to be tryed in the firt Inftance Che. 
* fore their Ordinarles ;] and yet the Council allows the Po “en 
* call Ecclefiaftical Caufes, which are depending before the Ordina 
‘ upto Rome. ‘This isa Derogation to the Rights and Liberties of 
© the Gallican Church. The Council alfo feems to leffen the F ifcopal 
€ Character, and to take from Bifhops that Jurifdi@tion which belong 
© tothem Fure Divino; when it allows them no Power of exercifing 
* it in feveral Cafes, but,as Delegates of the Holy See. Laftly, the 
* Council of Trent in feveral Cafes; derogated from the receiv’d Ufages 
* of the Kingdom; as in Appeals,as from an abufe,in Commendams,in 
* Indults, in Ordinances by which fecular Judges require Monitions 
“ to be publifhed, in Lay-Rights of Patronage, and in feveral other 
© Cuftoms receiv’d in France, 
* Thefe are the Motives (concludes our Learned Author) upon which 
* the Magiftrates have hitherto oppofed the Reception and Publica- 
© tion of the Council of Tree in France, and which have hindred 
© our Kings from fuffering it. Tho’ otherwife (comsinues be) the 
* Doétrine of the Council is approved here,and ’tis acknowledged thar 
© feveral very ufeful Regulations were made in it for the Reformation 
; © of manners, which the'Church of France has adopted 5 becaufe they 
© are taken out of the Canons, conformable to the ancient Difcipline 
¢ of this Church, revived by the Statutes of its Councils, and inferted 
© into the Ordinances of our Kings. So concludes the Third Book. 
As for the Fourth and Fifth Book we mutt referr them to our next 
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The State of Learning. 


ENGLAND. 


Lately Printed The Temple Mufick: Or, an Effay concerning the Me- 
thod of Singing the Pfalms of David, in the Temple before the Babylo- 
nif Captivity, wherein the Mufick of our Cathedrals is vindicated, and 
fuppofed to be conformable, mot only to that of the Primitive Chriftians; 
but alfo tothe prattice of the Church in all preceding Ages. By Arthur . 
Bedford Chaplain to hiss Grace Wriothelly Duke of Bedford, and 
Vicar of Temple in the City of Briftol im 80 Pag. 253. 


HIS Book is divided into 11 Chapters. The 1 Treats of the 

Original and Progrefs of Mufick, from the time of Jubal, un- 
till the time of Mofes in Chaldea, Idumea and Egype. The 2d of the 
State of Mufick among the Fews, and the Perfection thereof in. com- 
parifon of that among the Greeks and Latines. The third of their 
manner of Singing; wherein it is proved, that their Method was 
like to.that of our Cathedrals. 1. From the Practice of the Primi- 
tive Chriftians, which they received from the Jews. 2ly, From the 
Univerfal Praftice of the Modern ews, which they received from 
their Anceftors. ‘The 4th. Of the Circumftances obferved in their 
Singing. The sth, Of the Kinds of Verfes or Poefie ufed in their © 
Pfalms. The 6th Of the Opinion that the Pfalms were Written 
in Metre, like the Latiz and Greek Poets. The 7th. Of the Opinion 
that the Pfalms were Written in Rhyme wherein Le C/erc's Notion 
is confuted, and it is proved, that the Hebrew Bible was not altered, 
er tranfpofed by Tranfcribers; but that the Copies which we now 
have are Authentick. The 8th. Of the Nature of the Accents. The 
gth. Of the Titles and Infcriptions of the Pfalms, and the Hallelujah, 
together with the Se/ab, &c. at the End of feveral Verfes. The 
xoth. Shews us that our Englifh Pfalms €:. will bear fuch a Method 
of Singing, which can be fuppofed of the Jews, together with the 
Improvement of feveral parts. ‘The 11th. councludes, containing, 
1..A Vindication of the Method of Singing ufed in the Cathedrals. 


2. An Exhortation to the Study of the Hebrew Language and Orien- 
val Learning. oe | To 
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To which is added a Table of the Hebrew, Chaldee and Rabbinical 
Words, and alfo fome Sentences of the Old Teftament, which are men- 
tioned in this Treatife. ‘ 
London Printed and Sold by H. Mortlock, at the Phenix in St. Paul's 
Church-Yard. 1. Walfh in Catharine Street, near the Strand, and An- 
thony Prefly near St. Mary's Church in Oxford. 1706. 
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The Evil and Danger of Stage-Plays, floewing their natural Tendency to 
deftrey Religion, and Introduce a general Corruption in Manners; in al- 
moft 2@00 Inftances taken from the Plays of the two laft Years, again 
all the Methods lately ufed for their Reformation, By Arthur Bedford M. 
A. Chaplain to bis Grace Wriothelly Duke of Bedford, and Vicar of 
Temple in the City of Briltol. in 8vo. Pag. 227. 


T HIS Book is divided into ten Chapters. The ift. Shews the 
Obftinacy of the Stage. The 2d. That the Stage is Guilty of 
Swearing and Blafphemy.. The 3d. That the Stage is guilty of 
Curfing. The 4th. That Religion in undermin’d, and the Scriptures 
burlefqu’d by the Stage. The 5. That the Doctrines of Chriftianity 
are mifapply’d by the Stage. The 6th. That Virtue is expofed by 
the Stage. The 7th That Vice is encouraged by the Stage. The 
8th. That Superiors and others are affronted by the - Stage, The 
goth. That the Stage is a declared Enemy to all Reformation, The 
roth. Concludes. : 

“To which is added, the Prefentments of three feveral Grand Juries 
in the City of Britol againft the Play-Houtfe. 

Printed and Sold by #. Bonny and the Bookfellers of Brifto/, and by 
Henry Mortlock at the Sign of the Phemix in St. Paul's-Church-Tard 
London, 1706. ) 


FRANCE 
" Lately Publith’d at Paris. Traite des feux d artifice, pourle Spettacle , 


ou Pon voit, 1. La maniere de preparer les matieres qui entrent dans la com- 
pofition des feux d Artifice. 2 La metbode de fe fervir de-ccs matieres 
pour fair les feu quione lem effes enP air, conse qui fens Jur ? cau. 3. 
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‘Enfin oul on donne quelques regles, pour la conduste des feuxd artifice. Pay 
Mr. Fraifier. , 

Lately printed at Pars by Mr. Collier, L’hiftesre du Farnatifine par 
le R. P. Catron de la Campanie di Fefus, in 4to. This Author begins 
with the Proteftant, and ends with the Catholick Religion ; but the 
firft Volume is all that’s yet finith’d, and that contains the Hiftory of 





the Anabaptifts. 


Sold privately at Pari, The Sermons of the Reverend Father de fe 
Rue the Jefuit; but in regard they are printed without Licence, all: 
the Books are feiz'd wherever they are found. 

Lately printed at Pars, A Letter by an Anonymous Author, of. 
fering a new Hypothelis of the Gravity and Levity of Bodies; which 
in effe& is no more than Des Cartes’s; ina new 
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Books Publifh'd this Month, .and not Abridg’d. 


Sermon of the Growth and 
b Mifchiefs of Popery, 
preach’d at the Affifes held at 
Kingfton-in Surrey, September §th, 
1706, By Edmund Gibfon, D. D. 
Reétor of Lambeth and Chap- 
lain to his Grace the Lord Arch- 
bifhop of Canterbury. Printed for 
A. and F. Churchil. 

Reverential Love , or God 
Hononoured by the pious Decen- 
cy of the Minifter’s humbly bow- 
ing the Head when he approaches 
to, or comes from the Altar or 
Communion Table in the Wor- 
fhip of God, -€c. Printed for 
Wilans Carter. 

Effays Serious and «Comical, 
viz. on the-Readers of this Book, 
The Art of Pleafing in Women, 
“Gc, with Characters Satyrical and 





Panegyrical Letters, Mifcellane- 
ous Poems, &c. By a Perfon of 
Quality. Sold by B. Bragg. 
The Hiftory of the Triumphs 
of Her Majefty’s Arms both by 
Sea and Land, in and about Spain 
during this War; more particu- 
larly under the Condu& of his 
Excellency Charles Earl of Peter- 
B. Bragg. 
Some few Confiderations upon _ 
Mr. S..G's large Anfwer to the 
fhort Hiftory of Schifm, &c. 
By Francis Tallents Author of the 
fhort Hiftory of Schifm. Printed 
The Britifo Intelligencer ; or 
the Country Man’s Hittory ;.con- 
taining a Narrative of the moft 
important Affairs both at — 










and Abroad ; for the Month of 
O&fober. Sold by B. Bragg. 
- . Hadibrafs Redivivus, Vol. 2d, 
Part sth. Sold by B. Bragg. 
The Honefty and Sincerity of 
thofe worthy Gentlemen common- 
ly called High-Church Men; 
Exemplified in a modern Inftance; 
Molt ttumbly Dedicated to Her 
Majelty, and Her High Court of 
Parliament. Sold by A Bragg. 
The Title to the Crown of 
Spain try'd ; or the Ballance of 
the Arguments, alledg’d by. the 
Partifans of both the Houles of 
Auftyia and Bourbon, in Relation to 
‘their Right to the Crown of Spain, 
&%e,. Sold by B. Bragg. 
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The Journal of the Proceedings 

of the Lords Commiffioners of 
both Nations in the Treaty 
of Union which began on the 
16th of April, 1706. and was 
concluded on the 22d of Ful 
following, with the Articles then 
agreed ons Printedsat Edinburgh 
and Reptinted a London fér An 
drew Bell. 

The Teft. or Fryat of the 
Goodnefs and Value of Spiritual 
Courts, in two Queries, ec, 
by Edmund Hickeringil, Reétor of 
All Saints it. Colchefter. ‘The third 
Edition. Sold by B. Bragg. 
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